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an a ON Et 0 our Lordſhip, 
to give you. my Thouę hts on 
I | 4 very important Subject treat⸗ 
ed of i in your ſecond Paſtera, 
4 12. 6 A Power of 277 75 in 1 7 
of Regen wherein 1 1 850 A ded f for the; 
ficiency of it it t, . .oppoh on to your” we 
ſhip 's Docttin ne 'of the A 5 unlimited Ts 
iciency of it; I hop'd your Lordſhip wou'd 
have coy 5 whether 775 491 cndeayourd 
to ſhew, our' Arguments fo T. the Inſu gy 
Reed did not go farther tt a. 
Toke: might intend, them, and, in — 
of defending g, did not really weaken the 
py Chriftian Revelation, being ſuch Arguments 
only as were founded 8950 the general Cor- 
fuption of natural Reaſon in Fact; and which 


being 1 5 to the Corruptions of. ne 


ſtianity in Fad alſo, ſhew'd as much. the In- 
/u ficiency of Scripture as of Reaſon ; a ane 
therefore either prov'd nothing at all to 70 * 
Lordfhi JA s Purpoſe, 06 elſe too much. 12 
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leavour'd farther to convince Poke 
Lordſhip of the Error and Da ger of your 
| Poftrine, as being. manifeſtly. erogator 

natural Religion, 1 tent With the 
Wiſdom and Goodneſs of the divine Provi- 
dence in Ane Mankind fer 
many Ages, by the- mere Light of Nature 
and Reaſon; and that by neceſſary Conſe- 
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quence it derogated from the Chriſtian Re- 
velation as being the Grace of Cod, and the 


Effect of divine Fayour and Goodneſs ; your 
Lordſhip's Doctrine on the contraty, ſuppo- 
fing * nec e to ſupply the unayoidable 
projidencs Deficiency 8 27 785 Reaſon. 
all directly, Proud aga n Rival Lord- 
tip *bork' from Fat and Tic ature of the 
0 5 itſelf, that. Reaſon (on ſappoſition of 
he moral PerfeAions 25 od) tou d not but 
be in ktlelf 4 «ſa ent Y ia Matters of 
Religion; and that the true Deſign and End 
the 'Gafpel-Reyelation Was, to reform the 
Cotrüptions of Reaſon, | to xeftore it to its 
St „ and tnoſt effectually to promote the 
Actice s of it: That the At- 
tainment of, this End by the moſt rational 
and powerful Means, 15 the real and only 
Bene t of Revelation, a greater than which 
0 not be conceivy'd by us. 


Inſtead of 4 fal and i mpattial Examina- 


| tion "of. the Points debatad betwixt your 


Lordmip and the Author of the Pled for 
—_— Reaſon, a Book is publiſhed in Dc- 
ME of your Loxdſhip's Doctrine, — 
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A Phi oe | Divine Ne $i inſinuating, 
as if the Author of the Plea for human Rea= 
ſon had pleaded againſt Revelation; whereas 
the whole Tenor of his Book was uten 
N toſhew the true Grounds and Benefits of Re- 
r velation, in an ee to the falle ene 
of it. 1 

- The Author of the Plea = hin Ree. 
— fue thought that he cou'd not do a greater 


ST 12 Df 


Service to reveałd Religion, than to ſhew 


that it was built upon the eternal, immove- 
i | 


able Foundation of natural Religion, or hu- 
c man Reaſon: That the Deſign of it was nei= 
tber to aboliſh human Reaſon (as the Ro» 


give Mankind a new Rule of Religion, 


WM they were not capable of knowing 
before; but that the Deſign of it was by a 


to teſtore Mankind to the original uncor- 
rupted State of natural Piety and Morality; 
to convince them by the moſt *rational and 
effectual Means (by the Miſſion and Doctrine 
of Chriſt, the true Prophet that was to come 
into the Warld) of the Unreaſonableneſs of 


— 


Nature of Sin; and to give them the ex- 
preſs. Declaration of God's righteous Judg- 


na- ment and Cofidemnation of it: And at the : 


ſame Time to ſet forth to them, in the 
moſt affecting manner, and in à manner moſt 
ſuitable to the Capacities and Underſts 


mM Church ſuppoſeth by her Doctrines) nor 


dirinely reveal'd Teſtimony and Authority 


all Superſtition and Idolatry; of the heinous 


gs 'of all Sin, that ah is . and 
1 +4 1 ; 
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Happineſs of a future State. 
Human Reaſon was, a8. largely pid ; 
feufpicient to have ſneun Men the Truth of 


Religion. This I enlarg d upon in Agree- D; 


and What is there ſaid! might ſatisfy. any 
reaſonable; and candid Writer, that I had 


mere Reaſon. But this Was. Alightly-to be 
Author m ight have a pretence, inſtead of 


Nay, as diſhonouring and calumniating it. 
In which reſpect he ſays, That the Author 


[ivy] 


1 our human Erailties IP 


Imperfections, and is ready to forgive all a 
Treſpaſſes and Sins upon Repentance and F 
Newnels of Life; and will reward our ſin- , 

and good (tho' imperſect) Endeavours, | 
aſter Purity and Holineſs of Lite, with. the j 


theſe Doctrines declard in the. Goſpel-Re- . 


aclation; if they had been well pos, t 
and made a right Uſe of their Reaſon, (and 1 
avithout & good Diſpoſition: and due Uſe of q 
| Reaſon, the Goſpel itſelf-jis not ſufficient to 


teach and render them effectual) but the 


m 
Manner! of propoſing the Goſpel, and the k 


great. Goodneſs of God diſplay'd. in it, in 2 
way ſuited to every Capacity, are that where- 5 


in it truly excels the beſt Scheme of natural 


— your Lordſhip, (Pha, p. 21,122.) 


ſhewn: the true Benefits of Revelation aboye 
taken Notice of, and but in part, that this 


anſwering my Arguments, to charge me 
falſly as not well affected to Chriſtianity, 


of the: 2 for human Auen +. did not 
bs 7: <. intend 


: Ell Bev. „ #2. 17. 


17 5 
f te intend to do Honour to divine Revela- 
tion, when he 1s labonring to prove that 
"I © its, with regard to Man, ' nothing bet- 
(ter than an unneceſſary Bounty“ Fet ſo 
” Wl inconſiſtent is Malice in its Charge, he lays 
it to the Charge of the ſame Author that 
„de teaches, That God was neceſſitated to 
Fl od do What hie has done for us“ #, Again, 
in the Proſecution of an Argument againſt | 
1 the modern Tritheifts ridiculouſly (not to 
0 ay profanely) pretending to Orthodoxy, he 
# fays, + That I have © baſely calumniated and 
« gefam'd the Church of Chriſt“. Tho' 1 

de might juſtly deſpiſe, and leave to every im- 
3» partial Reader of the Plea for Human Red 
ſon, the Confutation of ſo i injurious a Charge, 
yet I will once more acquaint this Writer of 
the Plea for Divine Revelation, with what 
he ſeems greatly ignorant of, namely, the 
Difference between natural and reveaPd Re: 
ligion; and will more diſtinctly and fully 
ſhew, what are the true Benefits of Revela- 
tion above mere human Reaſon. PS 
The Difference' between natural and re- 
veaPd Religion, is not in any new moral 
Truths or Acts of Piety and religious Wor- 
ſhip diſcoverd in the Goſpel, which the 
Light of Nature was not able to er 
known: The ſp piritual Worſhip of the one 
true God, and every moral Rule of Life, is 
not only plainly di Loverable by Reaſon, but 
= ma * OT the Heathens; 
e 
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nor does the Goſpel command any Duty 
relating to God, our Neighbour, or our 
ſelves, which was not taught by Plato, Jul. 
ty, Seneca, Epictetus, Marcus Antoninus, and 
others: The Author of the Plea for divine 


Revelation cannot produce from Revelation 


any Precept of true Religion, -Godlineſs, or 
_ Morality, which the Author of the Pl 
for human Reaſon cannot produce from theſe 
Philoſophers : So that in reſpect of Virtus, 
Morality, and Religion, properly as ſach, the 
Law of Nature was perfect; and had it not 
been corrupted by groſs Superſtition and im- 
moral Practices, there wou'd have been no 
need of the Goſpel-Revelation, either to in- 
ſtruct Men in their Duty, or to convince 
them of the Obligation to perform it; and 
by the conſtant practiſe of Virtue and Ho- 
linefs they cou'd not but be acceptable un- 
to God, and attain all that Happineſs which 
their Nature was capable of. 
Cad therefore which is manifeſted in the Go- 
ſpel, was deſign d to teach men, that dem. 
ing angodlineſs and worldly-lufts, they ſhould 

| fine ſoberly, righteouſly, and. godly in thi 
preſent world, looking fur that bleſſed hope, 
— the gbrious appearing of the great God, 
who hereby manifeſted that he 'won'd- jadge 
the Word by. our Saviour Feſus Chriſt ;, the 
Deſign of whoſe coming to reveal God's Wil, 
and giving bimſelf a Sacrifice for us was, 


Syd : 
2 Tit. il. 11, 10 149 1 v. N 


' The Grace if 


+ T7 547 he might Fedeem, Us. from all _— 


42 To this Þ Purpoſe Marcus Antonins fays DES, 


12 
urify to himſelf a' peculiar pe le, Zen- 
— e Wonder And. xj great 
And of Faith which the Apoſtles preach'd; 
was, that Men ſhould * turn from ' their 
vanities (or Idol- ſervice) unto the living God, 


who made heaven and earth; and who, as 
it follows, gave ꝗ all nations ſufficient Evi- 


dence of himſelf by the || Works of his 
good Providence. So that with regard to 


the Knowledge of God, the Maker of Heas | 


yen and Earth, and the Worſhip due to him 
on that Account, and the Practice of Virtue 


and Morality, there is no Difference be- 
twixt natural and reveal'd Religion: + 


the Difference between them lies in the gra- 
cious and more effectual Manner which God 
hath uſed, by the Miſſion of his Son, a di- 
vine Teacher from Heaven, to aboliſh the 
Superſtition, and reclaim the Wickedneſs of 


Men, and to bring them back to the true 


ſpiritual Worſhip of God, and to that Holi- 


neſs of Life and Manners Which is agreeable 


to the uncorrupted Light and Pictates of 


N. ature and Reaſon; and in propoſing the 
moſt powerful Motives ,of CR to the 


Divine Laus. £3 Nel 


Nothing appears more etl taijt* to Hu- N 
man Reaſon, and to the Goodneſs of God, 


as the Goyernor of Mankind, 1 1 that Ty 
2 B 3909 Com- 
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Compaſſion to the Ignorance _ Wicked- 
neſs o Men, (tho' contracted by their own 
Fault) he ſhould, by an expreſs Revelation 
of his Will, re-eſtabliſh and confirm the 
Rule of pure uncorrupt Religion and Mo- 
rality, and declare thoſe Terms of ſinful 
Man's Reconcilement to him which he was 
pleaſed to accept. 

' Howloever /afficient Human Reaſon was 


to convince Men of the Evidence and Obli- 


— 


gation of Natural Religion, as being the 
certain Will of God, and the indiſpenſable 
Rule of their Life and Actions, by the ſin- 


cere ſteddy Obſervance of which they could 


not but be acceptable to God, and happy 
in proportion to the Degrees of their Vir- 
tue; yet, to the generality of Men, in 2 
State of great Corruption and Impiety, an 

expreſs Revelation could not but be more 


eaſy, ſuitable, and affecting, to the loweſt 
Capacities, than the beſt Human Teaching 


could be; would ſooner, and more effectu- 
ally, Hraw them from their Prejudices, by 
immediately and more ſtrongly awakening 


their Attention to true Religion inculcated 
by that Means, than by any human Teacher: 
And they could not but be glad to hear the 


Voice of God himſelf calling them from 
their Errors and evil Ways, ee promiſing 
them Forgiveneſs and Acceptance, upon the 


rational, eaſy Terms of leaving Idols, and 


worſhipping him, the true God, with Purity 


| * e of of "Heart 1 Adtiohs ; Which 
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their own Reaſon, as ſoon as attended to, 
would convince them to be their Duty. 
Whatever Security Men might have from 
the Attributes of God, that in every nation, 
he that fear'd him and worked righreouſneſs 
would be accepted of him,* which all virtuous 
Heathen Deiſts always believed and depend< 
ed upon; yet to the ignorant, and greateſt 
Part of Mankind, whoſe Reaſon was con- 
founded by the Superſtition. and Errors in- 
culcated | even by their Teachers, a Revela- 
tion from God, coming with the cleareſt 
and ſtrongeſt Evidence of its being his Will, 
could not but be a more eaſy and effectual 
Method of Inſtruction, and be more readily 
comply'd with, than the beſt Means of Hu- 
man Teaching would be. And this Will of 1 
God being truly and faithfully committed 
to writing, and preſery'd uncorrupt, would I 
always be the beſt and ſureſt Rule of Faith —_ 
and Manners ; as being abſolutely free from W 
all thoſe Errors and Superſtitions, both of 
Belief and Practice, which no Human 
Compoſure was ever before free from, or, 
probably, would have been free from, with- 
out the Aſſiſtance of ſuch a Revelation. £ 

Nothing alſo is more agreeable to the 
univerſal Sentiments of the wiſeſt and moſt 
rational Heathens, than that God ſhould 
be worſhipp'd by a Mediator; and that they 
ſhould offer Sacrifices, to declare their Senſe | 
at their Sins deſerr'd 1 and —_— 


that their own. 8 were juſtly forfeited 
| by their Breach of God's Laws: On which 
| —— the Reaſonableneſs of the Goſpel- 
Diſpenſation manifeſtly appears, in God's 
ſuiting his Reveal'd Will to the Natural In- 
ſtinct and DiQates of Human Nature, in 
propoſing a Divine Perſon, made Man, lik: 
umto us, to be inſtead of all other Mediators; 

| by whom, as the Author of Salvation, in be- 
ing the Inſtrument of conveying the Means 
af it to us, God would have our Prayers 
offer d up to himſelf, the only true God ; and 
whoſe voluntary dying in Teſtimony of the 
Truth of his Miſſion and Doctrine ſhould 
be inſtead of all other Sacrifices, and an 
Aſſurance that God requird no Atonement 
of us but Repentance and Newneſs of Life; 
and the Virtues of whoſe unſpotted Life 
and Converſation are ſet Bod to be the 
moſt moving, as well as perfect nn. 
for us to imitate. 

As it is not (I think) poſſible to conceive 

a greater Perfection of Religion, more wor- 
thy of God, and eftabliſh'd upon ftronger 
and more rational Moti ves of Obedience to 
it, than ſuch a Religion as I have deſcribd 

the Goſpel-Revelation to be; ſo Chriſtianity, 
in this View, has great Advantages above 
mere Reaſon, darken'd by the Clouds of 
Error and a general Corruption; as being 
the moſt perfect Rule of Life, and the moſt 
powerful Means to promote a conſtant uni- 
form Fractice of Vine. and. Ty; ; and 


* 
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| WM thereby to advance Human Nature to its 
l higheſt Perfection, and render it naturally 
cg nable of greater Happineſs or Rewards 
8 than it would be able to attain any othed 85 
on Way. | - 
n The Eridtnee at the Obligation of the 
0 Duties of N atural Religion is as plain and 
; /rong from Reaſon, as any Revelation can 
e- make it; but yet the Means of rendering 
1s theſe Duties efettaal in Practice, are not 10 
clear and powerful from mere Reaſon, as 
10 WM from Revelation. The Pleader for Divine 
nc Revelation cannot ſee, * that ſaying, that 
1d the Evidence, or Proof of Natural Religion, 
an WW of which I ſpeak (T. 16.) and the Obliga- 
nt tion with reſpe to that, is as ftrong as any. 
fe; ¶ Revelation can make it, is conſiſtent with 
ic ſaying, that the Scripture Doctrine /rengthens 
the Obligations'of Natural Religion, with re- 
ſpect to the Means and Motives which it 
adds to promote more effectually the Pra- 
Rice of it; and of which I directly ſpeak 
in the latter Place : As if the Evidence or 
2 of an Obligation may not be equally 
| , and yet the Obligation itſelf may 
1 by ſuperadded Means or Motives, be 
6 bees in one Caſe or State than in-ano- . 

That this Author therefore may 
Knit no more on this Head, he may con- 
ider, that the primary or original Obliga- 
tion of Natural Religion, antecedent to all 
EW, ariſes Thom the Nature and Reaſon of 


"— | 
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Wine as being Objects of our rational 
moral Faculties, agreeably to which we 
cannot but be obliged to act: But the 
Obligation from Reaſon, in itſelf abſtraQ- 
edly conſider'd, is ſſrengtbened by the Ten- 
dency of N atural Religion to tlie final Hap- 
pineſs of every rational Agent: And the 
clear Knowledge, and expreſs Promiſes which 
we have in the Goſpel, of the Nature and 
Greatneſs of this final Happineſs, being 
added to the Obligations both from Reaſon 
and the Tendency of natural Religion to 
the final Happineſs of human Nature, the 
Obligation of it is thereby ftill more 
ftrengthened as, I hope, he now plainly 

ſees.” 85 
This is the Difference between N atural 
and Revealed Religion, and the true Bene- 
fit of the latter above the former; which 
ſhew that Chriſtianity is not a new Religion, 
but is the old, uncorrupt Religion of Na- 
ture and Reaſon, deliver'd and taught in the 
moſt rational and eaſy Way; entirely free 
from Superſtition and Immorality, and en- 
fore d by the moſt gracious and powerful 


Motives to render it effectual, that were ever 


propoſed unto Mankind. And as in Matters 
of Religion no greater Advantage or Bene- 
fits can be conceived, than to have the Na- 
tural Laws of Virtue and Piety, which are 
founded in the unchangeable Nature and 
Reaſon of Things, and are moreoyer the 
Will of God, deliver d in a moſt perfect 
Manner, 


ee 
N- 
rer 
ers 
le- 


arc 


ner, 


Manner, and enforc'd by the moſt effectual 
Motives; ſo, my Lord, to pretend to build 
a Defence of Ne Religion upon the 
Ruins of Natural Religion, or the abſolute 
Inſufficiency 0 133 in Matters of Religion, 
which your Lordſhip has very uncautiouſly 
done, (tho' „I doflbt not, without any Deſign 
of hurting either N atural or Reveal d Religi- 
on) and which this Author blindly reſolves to 
maintain (tho T hoped your Lordſhip would 
have explained yourſelf better) is directly 
to expoſe both Natural and Reveal'd Reli- 
gion to the unanſwerable Attacks of Un- 
believers; and, by neceſſary Conſequence, 
is Popery and Atheiſm. Popery is built 
on the Suppoſition of the Inſufficiency of 
Human Reaſon in Matters of Reveal'd Re- 
ligion ; that Scripture is not a ſufficient 
Rule, nor to be left to the Interpretation 
of human fallible Reaſon ; and whateyer 
Reaſon can be given to ſhew the In/z | 
ciency of Reaſon with reſpe& to Natural 
Religion, will hold equally for the Tn/uffi- 
ciency of it with N to Reveal'd Reli- 
gion. And _ 

If Human Reaſon is not 2 afficient in 
Matters of Natural Religion, in any Cir- 


cumſtances, then Men who have no other 


Guide, cannot be under an Obligation to 


obſerye the Duties of Natural Religion: 3 


which muſt ceaſe to be Duties to them in all 
Inſtances wherein Reaſon ceaſes to be a = ſuffi 
le in 


ent Guide: And Ty muſt be excuſa 


| | | all 
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all thoſe ſuperſtitious and immoral Error the 
Enormity of which Reaſon is not /# Heient to 
make known to them, or to reform in them. 
And if Men, by the unavoidable Circumſtan- 
ces in which they are plac'd by Providence, are 
deſtitute of a ſufficient Guide in Matters of 
Religion, and, being ſo, are not accountable 
to God for thoſe Vices and Errors which 
they could not help, the Proyidence of God 
over Mankind is manifeſtly deſtroy'd; he 
ceaſes to be a moral Goyernor and Judge 
of Men, and they are unavoidably left to 
live without God in the World, and with- 
out a ſufficient Obligation of obeying him 
and doing his Will; which is a State of 
_ downright Atheiſm. 


The Pleader for Dirac Reyelation aſſert- 


ing, * that the Acceptance of virtuous Hea- 
thens, who haye no other Guide: but Rea- 
ſen, does not proceed either from the Sf. 
ciency of that Guide, or the moral Perfettion 
their Actions, 2 from the meritorious 
Blood of the Lamb o God, betrays his great 
Ignorance of the rounds both of natural 
and revealed Religion: As if the Atone- 
ment of Chriſt, deſigned from the Founda- 
tion of the World (which Men had no 
Knowledge or ſenſible Evidence of, till the 
coming of Chriſt in the Goſpel- State) could 
be the ſole Ground of their Acceptance with 
God, and Obedience to natural Reaſon, 
4 55 which \ thew'd Men EP Dat 


Safe 
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to God, and 


2 — Nee 


Tl. 


gaye them Getnonftrart ve Ebidenee of his 


Acceptance of it, as the juſt and — 
Governor of the + World; boy whom, as 


ſuch, all had ſenſible Evidence, was not 
the Ground of their Acceptance with him. 


God, it ſeems; Mhis'Gentleman's Scheme 
of Religion, did never accept Men for the 
higheſt Virtues x roc ling f cem human Rea- 
ſon, reaching them to worſhip) 1 in + Pa- 
rity and Sincerity of Heart; to || imitate 
his providential Goodneſs in Fog of Righte- 
ouſneſs, and Benceyolerive to their fellow 
Creatures; and to copy into themſelves, as 
far as poſſible, the ReQitude of the divine 
Nature by the Government of their Paſſi- 


ons and all unreaſonable ſinful Luſts. This 


Likeneſs of God, and Participation of the 
divine Nature and Holineſs, as the ** Scrip- 


ture tiles it, was not, it ſeems, the Ground 


of their Acceptance with God, (tho' he ne- 

ver gave them Evidence of any other Ground 
of theit Acceptance with Him, and gave 

them the Tollet Evidence poſſibie from Rea- 
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M. Antonings ſays, It is the Buflfleſa of Philoſophy: to wack 
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or Piety in them. But can 


Et xvi 2 
ſon of their Acceptance upon this Ground) 
but the Ground, according to this Author, 
was ſomething intended which they kney 


nothing of, and which in itſelf NT have 


Influence. to, produce Vertue 
the, contrary to 
this Author's- Scheme of reyeal'd Religion, 


ng; Efficacy. or, 


the whole Tenor of. Scripture teaches, that 


the Efficacy of Chriſt's Blood is founded on 
precedent. * good Works, and is nothing with- 
out them. Good Works are never ſupposd 
to want any thing to render them accept - 
able unto God, and have the Promiſe of 


Reward whether, in + Jew ,or. Gentile; and 


in every Nation are acoepte with. him 
from the doers of them, || without reſped af 


perſons . And, Chriſt's Blood, the only ac- 


cepted univerſal Sacrifice for Sin, is ſet Fort 
as à Sign to aſſure us, that Obedience to 
that Goſpel which he confirm Vit, ſhall 
be accepted and reyarded. . 

This Gentleman, mult have a 9 No- 
tion of the moral. Attributes of God, that 


can imagine anyJother poſlible Ground of 
the Acceptance of rational Agents with God, 
but Obedience to his Known Will and Com- 


mandments in whatever State or Circum- 


ſtances they, by. his Providence, are plac'd. 


God may, no doubt, if he pleaſerh, and has 
been ſo gracious as by expreſs Revelation to 
give us aſſurance of the Acceptance of our 
1 and good Nacken the 0 

F "I JS -» 0 
| Tu. ii. 14 4 Rom. fi. 10; hs 6 14 x. 34, 35 


e e ii | 
of Chriſt ; and has appointed by his Provi- 
dence the Atonement of his yoluntary Death 
inſtead of all other Sacrifices, and to be a 
conſtant Memorial and Evidence to us of 
our Acceptance without any other Sacrifice. 
But yet good Works were always acceptable 
to God from theis very Nature, and from 
Ks their Agreeableneſs to the Rectitude of the 
divine Nature itſelf: And as nothing can 
5 atone for the want of them, ſo the Atone- 
55 ment of Chriſt was deſignꝰd only to declare 
God's Goodneſs, in freely pardoning Sin 
pt. ¶ without the Puniſhment of the Sinner. | 
a I thought it proper to explain more at 
n large the true Ground and Benefits of Chri- 
| ſtianity, in order to defend the Plea for hu- 
12 Reaſon againſt the Miſrepreſentations 

a0 and Cavils of the Pleader 70 divine Reve- 
"tl BY lation : Who writes with ſo little Decency as 
e well as Argument, that. I ſhou'd have 
a thought his Book not worth a Reply, but 
that I imagine he may have your Lordſhip's 
o- f 3 
Licenſe for what he has alledg'd in Vindi- 
ul ¶ cation of your Paſtoral Letter, and which 1 
ſhall therefore briefly examine. 
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DEFENSE 


O F THE 


Plea for E Tuman Reaſo on, &c. 


HE Author of the Plea 
Þ for divine Revelation, be- 
gins with obſerving, that 
Nl 5 the * © Foundations of all 
IA © Revclation are ſtruck 
at.“ I ſuppoſe he means 
7 bx by the Writer of Chriſtia- 
oy as EE as the Creation. But I muft do 
that Author the Juſtice to think, and own, 
that he hath argued well and Aron gly for 
the true Foundation of all Revelation, viz: 
natural Religion founded in the eternal Truth 
and Reaſon of Things ; which always were, 
are, and for ever muſt be the beſt and only 
proper Guide and Conductor of all rational 
Agents. This Foundation may be built 
Page 3. | 
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upon and 1 * - e 
but no true Revelation can have any other 
Foundation: For. this wou'd be moſt ab- 
ſurdly to ſuppoſe, Religion. and Virtue to 
'be founded not in the eternal 'Truth, Na- 
ture and Reaſon of Things, or in the unal- 
terable Rectitude of the divine Nature it 
I ſelf, but in the mere arbitrary Will of God; 
and mutable =” 
The Error therefore of the Author «f 
Chriſtianity as old as the Creation, does not 
lie in his ffriking at the Foundation of Reve- 
lation, but in his imagining Revelation to 
be a ſuperfluous addition of Things of a 
merely indifferent Nature, and ſuch as ' have 
no Connection with, or Relation to, the 
moral Precepts of Virtue and natural Piety; 
and therefore he thinks it derogatory to the 
Wiſdom of God, to ſuppoſe him to com- 
mand Things merely indifferent : And this, 
no doubt, is true. But the additional Do- 
ctrines of Revelation, and particularly of 
Chriſtianity, are not, as J have ſnewn, (and 
intend more particularly to prove in ſome 
Remarks upon that Author) Things of an 
indifferent Nature; but are ſuch as have a 
direct and immediate Tendency to promote 
the Practice of natural Virtue and Piety; 
by exciting in Men the ſtrongeſt Senſe of 
the divine Love and Favour, in the manner 
of God's revealing his Will to them; and 
are the moſt powerful Means both to pre- 


ove the true a. of God and his 
5 | . Worſhip 


„ 


(31 


Worſhip free from all Superſtition, and' to 


reform the wickedneſs and impieti es ol 


Men.! 
Aſter the Degeneraby of human N ature, 
and the Corruption of human Reaſon by 


Superſtition and Immorality, the Declara- 


tion of God's Will by expreſs Revelation, in 
order to reform more effectually the Errors 


and Vices of Men, was not a Thing of an 


indifferent Nature, but was worthy of the 
Wiſdom and Goodneſs of God to afford 
Mankind, whenever, and in what manner 


ſoeyer he ſaw fit. It wou'd always be a 


Means of reſtoring, and preſerving true Re- 
ligion, when God added the Teſtimony and 


Authority of his Word to enforce, by ſuch 


Motives as he ſhou'd ſee fit to propoſe, the 
precedent Laws of Nature and Reaſon.” To 
be taught immediately by God wou'd al- 
ways be more effectual, than to receive his 
Will from mere Man; altho' he taught no- 


thing but what Man taught, or might 
teach, and which Reaſon was ſufficient to 
have ſhewn the natural unchangeable Obli- 


gation of. And if that ingenious Author 


had .confider'd. Chriſtianity in this Light, 


as being the heſt Rule of Reaſon and Vir- 


tue, 'enforc'd: by the wa rational and gra- 


cious Motives, he wou'd ha ve ſpard many 


inconcluſive Reaſonings againſt it, and eſpe- 
cially that unfair Tixatment of it, which 
ſbews his Pr Prejudice: more — Rea- 


ed pe ha * . 


a6R 4 e But, | 


[4] 
: Bat, my Lord, this Author of the Pls 
* Revelation, has got a Foundation of it, 
as he thinks, which * is as much ſtronger 
th than the Support of what is call'd naty- 
<«< ral Religion, as the Teſtimony and Au- 
« thority of God are 9 than thoſe of 
** Men. ” 3475 5 
I am ſorry, my Lon to fy that ſuch 
Pleas for: Revelation really expoſe it. Can 
any Foundation of Revelation be ftronger 
than the eternal immutable Laws of Truth 
and Reaſon? Can any Revelation paſt (which 
in the Nature of it can be no more than an 
highly probable 'Truth depending on hiftori- 
cal Tradition) carry a greater, or ſo great an 
evidence of the Authority of God, as na- 
tural Religion and Morality does, which is 
the naturalLreveal'd Will of God made known 
by the demonſtrati ve Evidence of Reaſon? 
And is natural Religion, as this Author 
ſeems to ſuggeſt, nothing but the Te 
and Authority o, ' Men? If Revelation is 
built on any other Foundation but 0 
Religion, it is built upon Hay and and Stubbe, 
nothing firm or laſting. It is indeed ama- 
ring to find a'Chriftian Writer fo ignorant, 
or ſo regardleis of the Ground of his Reli- 
gion, as to talk of + Foundations of the A. 
poſtles and Prophets as diſtint from, and ſu- 
perior to natural Religion. If ſo, farewel 


all Revelation! but, I thank God, 1 have 


nor fo leamned: Chriſt, I gd * the decker 
daz 
n #» Page 65: : | ” 1 . 
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* 
Deſign of the Prophets and ApoPes to rcd 
and inculcate the great Duties of natur 
Religion reſpecting God, our Nei abe | 
and ourſelves: I find that it is the Faith 
which Nature teacheth concerning the one 
true God, and Works of Picty and Righ- 
teouſneſs naturally flowing from that Faith, 
which are the Foundation, the Subſtance, 
the End and Perfection both of the Lave 
and the Goſp el. db; 

To put this matter out of al Diſpute; 
with your Lordſhip at leaft, I deſire the fol- 
lowing paſſages of Scripture may be confi 
der d. | 
* Waſh! ye, ade? ye clean, put WY 1 

evil ef * your doings from before «mine 95 
ceaſe to do evil, hays to do dell; ſeek f fang 
nent, relieve (or do right to) the oppreſſed, 
june the fatherleſs," plead fer the widow. 
Come "n0w'\ and let us reaſon together, ſaith 
the Lord; ibo your Alus be as "ſtarlet; they 


ſhall be as be as ſnow; tho they be red like 


crimſon, : they "ſhall be as woot, In which 
Paſſage, aden and the divine Favour are 
promis'd to Obedience unto moral duties, as 
that which all the Sacrifices and ritual Ser- 
vices of the Jets were intended to promote 
in them; and without which God declares 
them to be vain, and eyen + an Abomination 
to him. heh 3 
Agreeable to the Wah st. James 
e e . wage undef d. befors 
int 2D. g God 
15 6. 17,18. ten. i 27. 


God and the Father 3 is this, to viſit the father: 
Teſs and widows in their afflition, and to Keep 
 Bimſelf unſpotted from the world. Where it 
ſtill reſolves into the Duties of natural Re- 
ligion. . In like manner the Prophet Micah 
expreſſes all that Goodneſs which makes 
Men acceptable to God, as conſiſting in mo- 
ral Duties; + He hath ſhew'd thee, O man, 
what i 16 * good - and what doth the Lord re- 
quire of thee, but to do juſtly, and to love 
mercy, and to wall humbly with eby God? 
he Prophet Daniel repreſents the Deſign 
of Chriſt's coming into the World to be, 
.* to bring in everlaſting righteouſneſs. T his 
was. to be the _immoyeable Foundation of 
the Goſpel, and the End of Chriſt's making 
himſelf à Sacrifice for Sin. Accordingly 
St. Paul ſays, that || Chriſt gave bimſelf 0 
us, that he els redeem us from all iniquity, 
and purify unto o himſel a peculiar people ⁊ca- 
lous of. good works, Which good Works, for 
the promoting of which the s Coſpel which 
of is the grace of. God, was reveal'd, are, th: 
| living ſaberly, righteouſly, and zodly in this 
preſent world, under the Hope and Expetta- 
tion of a Judgment to come. And St. Pe- 
ter oF teaches us, that the great and precious 
e of the Gol; pe. Were inen us, 1 
=... fade 


+ Micah v vi. 8. 
Marcus Anteninus, the religious Heathen Emperor of 
Nome, teaches. the ſame Doctrine; "Ogg pinengurrcr—— 
dau my diner, azpegre; Soi due dprnds ei xn. De 
Seip. Lib. xii. $. 27. 
„Dan. ix. 24. | Tit, e e 
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theſe we might be partakers of the divine na- 
ture, having efcap'd the corruption that is in 
the world; "and giving all diligence, add to oun 


faith, virtue; and to virtue, knowledge; and 


to knowledge, temperance; and to temperance, 
patience; and 70 patience, godlineſs; and to 
godlineſs, brotherly kindneſs; and to brotherly 

kindneſs, charity. And as if this natural 
Virtue and Piety was the whole of the Go- 
ſpel, he adds, faying, If theſe things. be in 
— 9 and abound, they 8 5 that ye ſhall 
be neither barren nor u obey tful in the know- 
ledge of our Lord FeſusC Meaning, that 
in theſe Duties conſiſts ky true Religion, 
which Chriſt hath taught us'in his Goſpel. 
Theſe natural moral Virtues are by St. Paul 
ſtil'd, . the fruits of the ſpirit, or which it 
was the End of God's Spirit in the Revela- 
tion of the Goſpel to promote in us, viz. 
lobe, joy, peace, long-ſuffering, gentlene 74 
wor lb, 1 e 21 ; 
the Sum of Religion, and the Deſign of 
Chriſt's Goſpel, are frequently ſet forth and 
declard to conſiſt in the Duties of natural 
Virtue and Piety. Thus our whole Duty is 
compriz d, * in doing to others, as we would 
have them do to us. Again; 4 In the Love 
of God, and of our Neighbour. Chriſt de- 


cred the Delign of his ae to be, to 


= 2 24 | cal 


Gn. v. 22, 23. OY Marth, vii. . = 
n Thus alſo M. Antoninus ſpeaks, Eos gaęirns (June) 
dae, s ii, 1A wo 5 Sas 2 oe 0 evenuets” 
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our Parents, and loving our Meighbeur as our 
ſelves, and being merciful even to brute Beaſts 
Dis, he adds, ig the oldeſ of all Religions. 
From the foregoing Paſſages of Scripture, 
and many others which might be added, it 
_ plainly follows, that the Rules of Morality 
and natural Religion are the only Founda- 
tion of the Law and the Prophets, and of 


„ e 8 the 
I Match. Xii. 37--39. ix. 13. and Luke 24. 47. 
+ Ads xxvi. 20. Phil. iv. 8, 9. Mia r. 34-46 
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10 Goſpel of Chriſt: And Fuith in Chriſt 
is added as the divinely appointed and moſt 
efficacious Means of promoting the Practice 
of them. This is the true Notion of Chri- 
ſtianity; and whoever underſtands it other- 
wiſe, in my Opinion, miſtakes it. And 
becauſe this Gentleman urgeth upon me the 
Authority of the late Dr. Clarke, I ſhall 


conclude this important Point with his 


Words: Every one of theſe Dottrines (of 


Tha Chriſtian Religion) has a natural Ten- 


dency, and a direct and powerful Influence, to 
reform Mens Lives, and corret their Manners. 
This is the great End and ultimate Deſign 0 


all true Religion; and tis a very great and fa- 


tal Miſtake to think, that any Doctrine, or 
any Belief whatſoever, can be any otherwiſe 
of any Benefit to Men, than as # 15 Jed ts 


primate this main End. 


To proceed with this Author: : He . 


& That he is fully convinced of the In/affi- 


« ciency of it (human Reaſon) in Matters of 
“ Religion.” All I can fay to this is, that 
he has the ſame Reaſon to be convinced 
(for any thing he has ſaid that proves the 
contrary) of the Inſufficiency of Revelation in 
Matters of Religion: And whenever he 
pleaſes to reaſon about the Point, I will 


_ undertake to ſhew that he can produce no 


Argument for the one, that is not as good 
for the other. But ee as I do not 


deſire 
| 8 48. 


- Sermons preach'd at _— Left. af . 7. 337. Jol. 2. 
X Pate 3. 


deſire to be his Guide, without convincing 
his Reaſon of the Truth of what I teach; 
Jo neither he, or any one elſe, ſhall be mine 
on any other Terms. No doubt he may 
offer * his Reaſon for a Guide to others, with 
as much Afurance and Right as I or any 
one may: But it is to be hoped that no 
body, who has any Reaſon of his own, will 
follow this Gentleman's blindly or implicit- 
1y, or without being convinced that it is 
Reaſon. I think there is no great danger of 
this in the preſent Age, which, with fo 
much Light, has ſo juſt a Senſe of Liberty 
an Matters of lie. 
. I know no + Afperſions or Miſrepre- 
fentations thrown upon your Lordſhip; at 
leaſt the Author of the Plea for Human 
| Reaſon ought to be free from that Charge, 
who ſhould be aſhamed to be found wanting 
in any perſonal Reſpect to your Lordſhip; 
and hopes he may differ in ne from 
your Lordſhip without Offence: Tho' he 
wiſhes he could ſay he had no Reaſon to 
complain of this Author, with reſpe& to 
himſelf, on the ſcore of Aſper ſions and M/- 
repreſentations: But, inſtead of returning, 
he will be contented with confuting them. 
It was a Chriſtian Concern for true Reli- 
gion, and a Sorrow to ſee Chriſtianity ex- 
poſed to the Triumphs of Unbelievers, by 
placing it upon wrong Principles and a falſe 
Foundation, that mov d the Author of 3 
5 3 : 5 Pla 
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Plea for Human Reaſon to oppoſe a Part of 
your Lordſhip's Paſtoral Letter : And as a 
Chriſtian Biſhop * is as liable to Error as a 
Chriſtian Layman ; ſo, when he-teaches er- 
roneous Doctrine, it is in more danger of 
ſpreading and being recei vd, than when 
taught by a Layman, and therefore ought 
I the more zealouſly to be oppos d, and 
chtoughly confuted; which I hoped I had 
bone with reſpect to your Lordſhips Po- 
arine of the Inſafficizncy of Human Reaſon 
in Matters of Religion; tho' I perceive 1 
| have not ſatisfied this Author, who is wik 
ling to join Iſue with me in the Trial of it. 
To which 1 readily agree, as this Gentle- 
b man agrees, I doubt not, with your Lord- 
" I hips Approbation, that I underſtood. rightly 
pour Lordſhip's Notion to be, that Rea/on 
> f itſelf an inſufficient Guide in Matters of 
Religion, univerſally, and without any Lim 
tation. I alſo allow of this Author's Inter- 
's bibnlf bas ou tn en ü 
* P. . 155 7 7 + P, 6. 11. Rr Ky T * 13 3 

A very ſcurrilous Writer has had the Efirontery (as he 
loves to ſpeak) to charge this Interpretation of the Biſhop's 
Doctrine, here allow'd, (by one who, I. preſume, is much 
better acquainted with his Lordſhip's Meaning than this 
trifllag Writer is) with downright Falſbood. And he puts a 
Senſe upon the Paſtoral Letter which downright abuſeth it; 
28 I it meant no more than to teach | That Reaſon” is not % 
*« ſufficient as to ſuperſede the Uſe of the Bible: Whereis 
the declared Deſign of his  Lordſhip's Letter was, to oppoſe Wn 
thoſe who aſſerted, bat Reaſon is a ſufficient Guide in Mitters Wt 
of Religion; in oppoſition to which his Lordſhip's Doctrine is, | 1 
that Reaſon, of itſelf,” is an inſufficient Guide in Matter) if Re- . 
ligion: And it is explained throughout the whole Paſtoral Let | 


ter on that Head, to be meant «niverſally, und wit | ut Link. - 1 
larion. Vet the whole Pamphlet of that, very injufficient Wit 3 [ 
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E in Matters of Religion. 
. I know no + Afperſions or Miſrepre- 


[ xo ] 
deſire to be his Guide, without convincing 
his Reaſon of the 'Truth of what I teach; 
ſo neither he, or any one elſe, ſhall be mine 
on any other Terms. No doubt he may 
offer * his Reaſon for a Guide to others, with 
as much Aſurance and Right as I or any 
one may: But it is to he hoped that no 
body, who has any Reaſon of his own, will 


follow this Gentleman's blindly or implicit- 


ly, or without being convinced that it is 
Reaſon. I think there is no great danger of 
this in the preſent Age, which, with fo 


much Light, has ſo juſt a Senſe of Libert 


fentations thrown upon your Lordſhip ; at 
leaſt the Author of the Plea for Human 


Reaſon ought to be free from that Charge, 


who ſhould be aſhamed to be found wanting 
in any perſonal Reſpect to your Lordſhip; 
and hopes he may differ in Judgment from 
your Lordſhip without Offence: Tho' he 
wiſhes he could ſay he had no Reaſon to 
complain of this Author, with reſpe& to 
himſelf, on the ſcore of Aſper ſions and M/- 
repreſentations: But, inſtead of returning, 
he will be contented with confuting them. 
It was a Chriſtian Concern for true Reli- 
gion, and a Sorrow to ſee Chriſtianity ex- 
poſed to the Triumphs of Unbelievers, by 
placing it upon wrong Principles and a falſe 
Foundation, that moy'd the Author of the 
„ _ Pla 
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Plea for Human Reaſon to oppoſe a Part of 
your Lordſhip's Paſtoral Letter. And as a 
Chriſtian Biſhop * is as liable to Error as a 


Chriſtian Layman z ſo, when he teaches er- 
roneous Doctrine, it is in more danger of 


ſpreading and being receiv'd, than when 
taught by a Layman, and therefore ought 
the more zealouſly to be oppos d, and 


throughly confuted; which I hoped IL had 


done with refpe& to your Lordſhip's Do- 
arine of the In/afficizncy of Human Reaſon 
in Matters of Religion; tho' I perceive 1 
have not fatisfied this Author, who is wile 


ling to join Iſue with me in the Trial of it. 


To which 1 readily agree, as this Gentle- 
man agrees, I doubt not, with your Lord» 
ſhip's Approbation, that I underſtood. rightly 


your Lordſhip's Notion to be, that: Reaſon. 


1s of itſelf an inſufficient Guide in Matters 
Religion, univerſally, and without any Limi- 


tation. I alſo allow of this Author's Inter- 


5 5 a * 
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| A very ſcurrilous Writer has had the Efrontery (a8 he 


loves to ſpeak) to. charge this Interpretation 'of the Biſhop's 

ine, here allow'd, (by one who, I preſume, / is much 
better acquainted with his Lordſhip's Meaning than this 
triling Writer is) with dozwnright Falſbood. And he puts a 
Senſe upon the Paſtoral Letter which downright abuſeth it; 
2s if it meant no more than to teach | That Reaſon” is not / 
* ſufficient as to ſuperſede the Uſe of the Bible: Whereas 
the declared Deſign of his Lordſhip's Letter was, to 0 poſe 
thoſe who aſſerted, that Reaſon is a ſufficient Guide in er 
of Religion; in oppoſition to which his Lordſhip's Doctrine is, 
that Reaſon, of itſelf,” is an inſufficient Guide in Matters of Re- 
ligion: And it is explained throughout the whole Paſtoral Let- 


ter on that Head, to be meant «niver/ally, und "without Lin. 


tation. Yet the whole Pamphlet of chat very ifi ficient Wit. 
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pretation of your Lordſhi p's Notion of the 
—— 0 of Reaſon; and ſhall be con- 
tented if he can but make out any one par- 
ticular Point, in which he has alledg'd Hy 


man Reaſon to be inſufficient; as © That vit 


« cannot, of itſelf, teach Men the true and 
* acceptable Manner of publickly worſhip- 


, ping God; that it cannot, of itſelf, in- 


ws rut them in all the Parts of their 'Du- 

ty, together with the Principles, Motives, 
and er N upon which, and in order 
« to which, they ought to diſcharge it; 
«that it can not, Lor itſelf, inform them 
« how to appeaſe the Anger of the Al- 
mighty God, when once they have tranſ- 

greſſed his Commandinents ; and that if 
& any one Man, or Body of Men, could, 
« of themſelves, find out all theſe Particu- 
<« lars, yet have they not, of themſelves, 


ON any Power or Authority to impoſe their 


c Sentiments and Dictates on the reſt of 


„ Mankind, as the Rule and Standard of 


« their Principles and Actions. 


Trheſe Particulars are laid down in order 
to 1 N from them the 5 ee 7 Hu- 


. | man 
= . q ” A % 1 . 


TEE IRS Wn 15 Plea een 
upon this groſs Miſrepreſentation of the 22225 the Queſtion. 


And the Style of the whole Book being little elſe but 225 
4d Calumm, the true Athangfian Language and Spirit, plain! 
| diſcovers the Doctor under the of the Countr — 


n the Rudeneſi of his Lan- 

Fallacy of his Reaſonings. 

. F ile Biſhop of ee gde er aun 
inſerib d J. Browne, ic. 5. 4, 3. AW $153 


25 „ — PR 


ass SSS A 


7 


[ 8 


nan Reuſon: But this Taslæ i 18 -reſery! d to l 


: another Opportunity ; 3. and this Gentleman 
„does not go about to 1 ſo much as.atiy 
one point in Which he joins iſſue with me, 


and which he ought, if he could, to have 
d proved. However. I ſhall, on my par tz be- | 
„ fore I proceed, take this Occaſion to he r 
a fact, from the Doctrine of Heathen, Wri- 
ters, that Reaſon was not igſaßſicient in the 
particular Points alledged. Nahr d - ts . 
Wich refpodt to the public Worſhip df 
God, all virtuous Heathens agreed; that 
God. K, * regarded Purity. of: Soub, and Right 
and Hol;neſs of ife, far abgve.the 
moſt coſtly: Sacrifces; and that be Was:only 
if I properly: worſhipped by Miery, and 2 
4 of) Vill and Affections. This is; | 
the Phraſe: of the Goſpelz to. warte 
* Spirit and in nb. J did nag du, 
With reſp to) all-thq" Patt: M Dry, 
po oth the Motives and Deſigns upon which they 
of 
of ought. to be diſcharged; and the Manner how 
to =E 2 God's. gen tor, ech Tran Son 
of his Wit Oe re vealed. | L 
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[14] 
teach more, than that || we we ſhould wor- 
ſhip and Pleaſe God, and do Good unto Men? 
That + we mould keep ourſelves ſincere, 
Food, innocent, ſober, free from Oftentation 
be Lovers of that which is juſt; religious, 
Vd, full + \Bowels of Compaſſion; .Pedfafi 
in doing raife-worthy Action; ftrive to per. 
"ſevere 0 h an one as Reaſon and ®Ph;loſophy 
Seng have made us; worſbip God, and be be- 
4 nevolent to Men That we mould 
Prayer implore the divine Grace; and that 
Nute there in a placable Providence, we ſhouli 
Make ourſelves worthy. \ of | the diuine Aid: 
Aar it it moſt agreeable. 10 true Philoſoply 
Horright Reaſon) 10 live righteouſly, ſoberh, 
+an#.\godly, with all Simplicaty.c: And . that 


ve ſhould per ſevete ta the End in following God 


and Reaſon The the: Principlat and 2 
tives 2 which we act, dught to be th 
oh ral ing the "divine. Approbation, ART the 
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& rextain * Belief of a future State of Rewar, Rewar, 
and'Puniſhments,, Theſe, are the Principlh 
and Doctrines of true Deiſin, in which | 
tens were inſtructed by the mere Light of 
Natural Reaſon; and which the Goſpel con- 
af firms by its Authority, and which are there- 
in declared to be the fundamental Articles 
al Chriſtian Faith and Practice. The Au- 
4 tbority. to impoſe; theſe Sentiments. and, Di- 
bs Wl Gates is, their being'of. eternal and immute» 
„ Obligation, and demonſtratively agree- 
an able to che Norure and Mall of God; and 
ſo there neyer Was wanting the higheſt. Au- 
thority to] enfarce them, as the Rule of 
Men's Life and Actions. I hope that this 
Gentleman, as well as your Lordſhip, a 
not think that Matters of Religion may be 
impoſed by mere Human Authority, or by any 
other | Authority beſides that of God, t . 
Reaſon of Abe Thüugs themſel yes. 
If your Lordſhip needs any thing 8 
to ſatiofy you of the Concurrence of Hea- 
then Deiſin with the Principles of Chriſtia- 
nity, in all the main Parts of it, and, ex 
cepting only the particular reveal d Points 
of it, I would refer you to the 5% BOOK 
of the Stromata of Clemens randrinus, 
and other Parts of the fame Work; "where- 
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ments of the ancient and ibn ltarned Chri- 


4 An Punſhmen , Sine, muſt be ex- 
” ploded, * 


oy Tow (by Nature) in the Souls of all 


< genſe of tlie La m! Bis Heart, 
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treats largely, and with a great deal 


of Tharning/ about ' theſe Matters. 1 ſhall 
nly in this Place add, to ſhew the Senti. 


ſtlan Writers, one Paſſage; out of Origen: 
4 Let * us fee (fays. he of Celſus) how he 
4 zHo calummiates the moral Doctrine (of 
<' the Scripture Wrirers) as being no extra- 
ordinary or neu, Doctrine, but ſuch a8 
—_ was commonty- taught by other Philoſo- 
<-phers : Te hen che Reply 1s, that the 
4 oQtine of the righteons Fudgment of God 


fall Men haveinot; by common 
enſe and Reaſon,” 4 right Knowledge of 

298 e Duties. (Wherefore: it is not to be 
onder d at, that the ſame God ſhould 


4 Men, the Seeds of thoſe (moral Rules) 
© which he tatght y tb Prophets, and by 
gur Saviour" chat every one, having the 
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Pia) the Science of Human Reaſon, in | 
i. al the Articles of Religion here ſpeeified im 
i- MW the defene of jour Lordſhip's Pectrinęe of 
che In/officiencyiof it, and which will be:fare 

e cher proved thereafter ; I can by no means 
of Ml allow, (as this Gentleman alledges that I 
a- do) that voufỹ Lordſhip's Doctrine -* 45; rut 
2 i any Inſauaa The Plea ſar Human: Ren 
/n had ſaid, That Human Neaſen could nur 
he Wl make certain z Men the Pandm of Sin, withr 
out ANN Putriſhment off the Sinner: Nour 
- MW Lordſhip; according to this Author's Expla- 
«5tfelf, inform Men how to. appeaſe the 
Anger of Almighty God, when once they 
Naw: theſe two Pofitions (which this Au- 
thor alledges as agtecing) are ſo far from 
rrally agreeing that the. firſt ſuppoſes, con- 
trary to your Lordſhip's Notion, (as chis 
Author, Mith a very little Attention, might 
have ſeen) that Men knew, or might have 
known, by the Light of Nature, how to 
appeaſe God, and might be certain that 
Cod wquld be apEν pon. their Repen- 
tance; and; Newwefs of Life; They mighek be 
Feeare,: as the: Author of the Pha. argues, 
that à G wauld- not deny them that Fama 
and Happineſs; ) which, H Renovation um 
Purity of Mind and Afciiona fis fam al! 
uuveafaun Wer and mr a- Are: TROUPE. 9 


— 


5 
7 1 
| 
* 
"1 
|; 
| 
| 
þ 
f 
= 


- 
— 4 — > „ 1 74 
2 2 1 8 . 
- kate t ) ST — he 


® Poge6. © I P. 19. R $6. 4 P. 22, 23. 


* £ 
U 


5 * 


f r8 1 

malle themſelves capable of. This ews that 
the Author of the Plea for Human Reaſon 
thought, that ſinful Men, by Repentance 
and "Converſion, were (from the natural 
moral Attributes of God) ſecure of attain- 
ing final Happineſs. Men therefore always 
knew, or might know, how to appeaſe God; 
but yet whether the Nature of Sin, or the 

Wiſdom of God i in the Govern ment of the 
World, might require, as a perſonal Atone- 
ment, AN Puniſhment of the Sinner, as 


1 precedent Ground of God's Reconciliation, 


and of their ſpiritual future Happineſs, Men 
could not, by mere Reaſon, certainly find 
out. So that the Author of the Plea, &c. 
no more agrees with your Lordſhip, (as this 


Author would have it) than he who ſays, 


that Reaſon, of itſelf, cannot inform 
Men how to appeaſe God, and he who 
2 s, that Reaſon,” of itſelf, can inform 
Mien how to appeaſe: God, do agree. 80 

char; my Lord, your Defender miſrepreſenrs 
the Author of the Plea, Ne. (in order to 
alledge an Inconſiſtency in him, without any 
Gfound) in pretending that he affirms, 
that * Reaſon cannot tell bom to appeaſe the 
Hrath of God; when he ſays no ſüch thing, 
but the direct contraty: Only your Lord- 
ſhip's Defender cannot ſee" that the Suppo- 
"fition of ſomè Puniſhment” (the Degree and 


Manner of which Reaſonicannot determine) 
een en *. full Afturance that 8 
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will finally pardon Sin, when repentall a 
an forſaken. | 


1 of the Matter, and of my Me 
ing, I beg leave to obſerye to you, tas 
Platonicks (with other Sects) who never 
"i doubtedof God's being to be appeas d for 
Sia, and of the Happineſs of good Men lin 
future. State; yet beliey'd it was neceſſary 
1 2 thoſe who were not perfect in Virtuè, to 
paſs tho a | purgatorial Fire, or State of Pu- 


"> Wl teaches, hr departed Souls, which bave. 
q Mixture: of- Virtue and Vice in them, after dir 
vine Judgment paſs'd upon them, are convoy d 
png array mop Lake; 105 . Wicked- 

being there expiated' by.. Sufferings; 
ufterwards obtain the Reward of their pn 
Deeds. 


And notwithſtanding a clearer Licht of 


Chriſtian! e and en eee the twa 
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Faris. And this he ſhews to 1 Antieimz, 
md particularly: of the Stoicts. Oh dvy » * 
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To give your Lordſhip; a tlearer Appre | 


niſhment, to a State of Happineſs. . Plato 0 


Aielätibn ir this matter, ſome ancient 


\ Rivers mention'd by Plato, ſays, that he taught them to 
em e e vod gien. S tram. 5. p. 392 Edit. 


ro COS , 5 


4 
p — a - — — 25 — — NE —— — — — 2 
. , 2 LIN roi Ta —  _—_—— — — — —  —__ is ah 
- —_— 


> 20 Þ : 
Ab jearned Fathers, +' Clemens of Mlexan- 7 
dria and || Origen, have taught the ſame Ml 0 
Doctrine; and even that the beſt Chriſtians ſi 
were hot to be exempted from this purgato- 
al Puniſhment of Sin at the Day of Judg- 
ment, which they thought would be more ſ 
or: lels ſevere, according to the Degree of il * 
Mens Guilt: hich Opinion bm" weakly Wl "© 
 buille-(as-the Papiſts have theit Purgatory) 7 
on ſome Paſſages of the Prophets, and more i 
eſpecially*on © Gorvfiin gt nn „ a 
The like plaif Miſtake this Author h In 
uilty of, in pretending another Inconſiſten- 0 

<y in the Dies for haman' Reuſon; as if the fe 
8 for the Sefficiency\ of KReaſon ws I © 
conſiſtent with owning;' that f the Co- K 
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* Jab by human Regſon. What Appearance | 


de of Difficulty there is to underſtand the Con- 


ns fiftency of theſe two things, I cannot con- 
. ceive; fot as the Goſpel- Method of divine 


g Grace was not ere by human Rea- 
re ſon, fo human Reaſon was ſufficient with- 


of out knowing it, till it ſhould pleaſe God to 
ly reveal it. To paſs on therefore to the main 
1) Part of the Controverſy. 

e The Author ofthe Plea for Revelation; 


after ſhewing his Talent at declaiming and 


making general groundleſs Inſinuations; ohe 
of which is, that the Author of the lea 


is 

N- 

he 

- MW ollow'd the Steps of your Lordſhip regu- 
v. larly; he comes to the Argument; and re- 

9 lies * to the Charge of your Lordfhip' 8 

Je f 
7 aving derogated from human Reaſon, by ſay= 
N ing that 4 you haye only confin'd it with 

in its proper Limits.“ But certainly he 
* il who denies that to be a ſufficient Guide in 

Matters of Religion, which God has given 


2 
2 


= gate from it, and from the divine Providence 
a allo; he confines it ſo as really to take away 
oy the oral Power of it, and to render it of : 
no more Uſe in Religion to Men than to 
2 Brütes. Whatever this Gentleman 4 | 
br Wl think, this appears to me Demonſtration + * 
s this the Plea, Kc. endeavour d to de- 
date at large; which this || Author | 
: * ne ſays, : only prov'd it by 
ppa; ; 85 229 hy 
2 N , REY 2 95 10. 9A 1 P. 6-6; 
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for human ry ch is confusd, only becauſe he 


as the o only Guide; does very unjuſtly dero- 
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aſſerting it. My Demonſtration was deducd 


er ahſrdb, which I purſue thro' a whole 


+ Page and half; and this Sort of Demon- 
ſtration is as good as any, tho' this. Author 


may not underſtand it. My Reaſons then 


againſt your Lordſhip's Notion muſt ſtand 
as they are, till this Author or your Lord. 
ſhip thinks fit to conſider them. 


In order to confute my ſaying, that . the 


| Aﬀfrtion of the Sufficiency of human Reaſon 


in Matters of Religion had not a natural Ten- 
dency to perſuade Men, (as your Lordſhip 
kak taught) that they may without Danger 
or Inconvenience lay afide and neglet the Goſpel 
Revelation, but indeed a contrary Tendency; 
this Gentleman ſays, he is ſure it has ſuch 


a Tendency; and that in denying it, I do 


not treat Four Lordihi p with * * Fuſftice or 
Decency. 


I am ſorry it ſhould be thought Injuſlice 


or Indecency, to differ i in Opinion from your 
 Loxdſhip: I gave my Reaſons for my con- 


trary + Opinion ; which, I think, is both 


fair and decent, let who will be concern'd 
in the Argument. Tour Lordſhip's Perſon 
and Character, I hope, I have a due Regard 


to; but I think I ought to have a greater 


5 for Truth and Reaſon; and your Lordſhip's 


Doctrine appears to me both manifeſtly er- 


| S and in conſequence dangerous. But 


This Author repeats his Aſſurance, that 


5 & il to teach h Men that "EF *. be enabled 
. 2h (c to 
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[23] 
«to know and do their Duty, and to ate 
« tain to the Happineſs of their Nature, 
cc without the Goſpel Revelation, is teach- 
ad « ing them that the Goſpel Revelation is 
d. © not neceſſary to their Duty or Happineſs; 
« and if the Goſpel Revelation be not ne- 
ze © ceffary to anv Man's Duty or Happineſs, 
«* why may he not without Danger lay it 
" aide or neglect it?” I really think your 
Lordſhip may be aſham'd of ſuch an Adyo- 
cate. As if it is not one thing to ſay 
/ (which is the Point in Queſtion) that the 
Goſpel Revelation is not neceſſary to thoſe 
ch who have no Means or Opportunity of 
o knowing it, and that Reaſon is ſufficient to 
thoſe to whom God has given no other 
Guide; and another thing to ſay, that the 
Goſpel is not neceſſary, or may be ſafely 
laid afide, or neglected, by ſuch as have the 
Goſpel reveal d to them, with ſufficient 
Mean of being convinc'd of the Truth 1 
it. The Queſtion in Debate is, and is by 
this Advocate for your Lordſhip allow'd to 
d be, (not whether the Chriſtian evelation 1 is 
neceſſary to Au Man's Duty, as he very 
unfairly infinuates in his Argument, but) 
whether the Chriſtian Revelation is neceſſary 
univerſally and without Limitation, and fo to 
t thoſe who never heard or had Opportuni ty | 
d | of hearing it; and whether the Suppoſition 
of the Safficiency of Reaſon in theſe Circum- 
ſtances Fends to perſuade Men, that in other 
eee here the Goſpel is ſuffici- 
„ a entiy 


24 5 
ently made known, they may think it un- 
neceſſary, or may ſafely neglect it. On the 
contrary, nothing can be more plain and 

certain, let this Author be as * dog matical as 
he will, than that the Doctrine that Reaſon 
iS / fafficient, where there is no other Guide, 
and that in following it Men do their Duty, 

| and that which is acceptable to God, and 

| Will promote their final Happineſs; that this 

Doctrine, I ſay, naturally tends to perſuade 

Men, not to lay aſide or neglect, but readi- 

ly to attend to, and embrace divine Reve- 

lation, when it is offer'd; which cannot but 

be agreeable to Reaſon, as coming from the 

8 of Reaſon. Let the Reader and 

your Lordſhip judge, whether this Gentle- 

man has treated the Argument with af 

or Decency. 

The Plea for divine Revelation allows +, 

that the Reaſon given to ſhew, that the A- il 

ſertion of the Sufficiency of human Reaſon 

does not tend to perſuade Men to negle& 

the Goſpel, is good, © if the Queſtion was, ft 

„ whether to teach Men 10 obey right Rea- il 

« ſon, tended to perſuade them to neglect Ml | 

42 the Goſpel.“ But he adds, ale to Nu 

| 75 teach the Sufficiency of Reaſon i in Religion, I o 

and the Neceſſity of obeying it, are very It 

« different things, and bave very different ( 
© Tendency and Conſequences,” ?“ 

_ To this I reply, That theſe things here 

| 8: - i are not KAT, different : for to 

| 8 | * 2 28 teach 

x 9 8 7 bs +2. _ 
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teach Men, who know nothing of Reyela- 
tion, that the Reaſon which God hath given 
them for theit Guide is /wfficient for their 
Duty and Happineſs, is ſurely in Effect, and 
by juſt Conſequence, to teach them 20 obey 
it; and fo to teach the Sufficiency of Reaſon 
in Religion, and the Neceſſity of obeying it, 
the Ground of obeying it being the Aﬀu- 5 
rance of the Sufficiency of it] are really one 
and the ſame thing: and ſo my Argument, 
eyen by the Confeſſion of this Gentleman, 
is good againſt your Lordſhip's Doctrine. 
t But indeed, on the other hand, to teach 
ie with your Lordſhip the Inſufficiency of Rea- 
d ſon in Religion, and withal the Neceſſty of 
obeying it, would be a manifeſt Abſurdity: 
and unleſs your Lordſhip thinks that it was 
not neceſſary for Men, who had not the 
Goſpel-Revelation, to obey the Dictates of 
Reaſon, (which your Doctrine ſuppoſes) 
you cannot conſiſtently teach the In/#u ey: 
cy of it; and your Doctrine tends to per- 
ſuade Men, that they may ſafely > 1 . 
or lay abide natural Religion, ſince. their 
Reaſon is not a ſufficient Guide in it: and 
whether this, which is the juſt Conſequenee 
of your Lordſhip” s Doctrine, does not lay 
the Foundation of Irreligion and 1 5 


(tho your Lordſhip ſees it ng) 1 leave .-- 
reaſonable Perſons to judge, 


to avoid the Force of my Argument above 
Wages, = 5 8 to the 7 _— of the 


e 


This Gentleman next, not knowing FC . 


4 


Doctrine of the Sufficiency of Reaſon in Re- 
ligion, which I have made good, and which 
he himſelf cannot but own to be 7121, 
when underſtood as I expreſs'd it, he pre- 
tends || it is not to the Purpoſe of your 
« Lordſhip's Letter, becauſe it is written to 
 « guard thoſe under your Care againſt the Ml « 
„ Infidels of cur Age and Country.“ But il « 
this Plea will not do; my Argument is di- 
rect to the Purpoſe, and this Defenſe is a Ml « 

mere Quibble; for your Lordſhip's Letter Ml « 
infiſts, that Reaſon of f itſelf, and, as this « 
Gentleman allows it to mean (in Contradi- W 4 
' ion to his own Pretence here) anjver/aly, r 
and without Limitation, or Reſpe& to Mens 
knowing, or not knowing the Goſpel-Reyc- 
lation, 4s not ſufficient in Matters of Religi- 
on. Had your Lordſhip confin'd your Rea- 

ſonings to Unbelievers of our Age and Coun- 

ry, I ſhould have bad no Controverſy with 
Four Lordſhip; and this indeed would have 
been wiſe in your Lordſhip: but the oppo- 
ſing the Sufficiency of Reaſon univerſal) 
and without Limitation, howſoever it may be 
conſiſtent with * Piety, which I ſhall not 
diſpute, ſeems to me to be far from 4 Wiſdon, 
becauſe it 18 plainly going beyond the Bounds 
of Truth and Reaſon, and weakens that very 
Cauſe of reyeal'd Religion, which it was de- 
The Plea for Revelation proceeds next to 
conſider an Argument, which I brought, ©," 
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giving the Reaſon of the Suffciency of hu- 
man Reaſon in Religion; and which he very 
candidly puts thus, via. Becauſe Men mig hit 
always have attended to Reaſon, if. they pleas'd; 
as well as they may attend to the Doctrine of 
Cbriſt. And having ſtated it by halves, he 
thus replies to it; Did ever any Man in 
« his Senſes pretend to ſay, that the Do- 
« &rine of our bleſſed Lord was therefore 
« ſufficient, becauſe Men might attend to 
(Cit Pr Or 9 can the abſolute Inſuffici= 
« ency + of human Reaſon itſelf be dilprov'd 
« by ſaying, that Men might have attend- 
« ed to it, if they pleas d? I might in 
Anſwer ask this Gentleman, what the Pro- 
phet means when he ſays, ¶ Iacline your gar, 
and come unto me: hear, and your ſoul. ſhall 
live, Where Attention and hearing implies 
Knowledge and Obedience. But — 
Iwill ask him, Did ever any fair Adverſa- 
ry pretend to diſprove his Opponent by an 
Anſwer only to a Part of his Arg ument? 
The whole Argument for the Sufficiency. of 
Reaſon in the Place alledg'd by this Author, 
is, . Becauſe Men mig ht have always attend- 
ed to Reaſon, if they would, at well as they 
may attend to the Doctrine of Gbrift; and an 
impartial Attendance and Obedience to the 
Didates and Laws f natural Reaſon would 
always have guided Men. t0- Happineſs, to 7 
ritual Happineſs and the Favour af God, as a 
ande of all thoſe WAG: ck tly ſeek 
him. 
3 
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him. But this Gentle, Sur citing only 
Part of the Argument, "loſes fight 6 the 
Force of it: It lies in this, which I hope he 
has Senſe enough to ſee and underſtand, vis. 
In its being able to guide Men to Hifi, 
and the Favour of God. 
That Reaſon in itſelf, conficks 'd as the on- 
1y Guide of the Actions of a rational Agent, 
is ſufficient, is as demonſtrative as any P- 
poſition in Euclid; and for the Reaſons which 
I gave: and therefore i in a State of Degenc- 
racy and Corruption of this Reaſon by Su- 
perſtition and Vice, it muſt ſtill be ſuffici- 
ent, if Men have Power, and will apply 
their ſerious Attention to the Light of it, 
and will obey the Dictates of it: and no- 
thing, as I ſhew'd, can deſtroy the natural 
Sufficiency of it, but Mens not having this 
Power to attend to it, and obey it. This 


Power ſuppos'd and apply d will always 


make it ſufficient ; juſt as, for the ſame Rea- 
ſon, Scripture, in a general Corruption of 
Chriſtianity, being in itſelf a efficient Rule, 
wants only Mens Attention and Obedience to 
the Commands of it, to make its intrinſick 
Sufficiency effectual to their Happineſs and 
Salvation. This being obſerw'd, and my 
Argument truly ſtated, there is an End ot 
this Author's Reply to it. Neither is there 
any thing in what he adds, namely, © That 
4 if Men * could not attend to Reaſon, there 


© would have been a great Peſes ſomc- 


« where, 


8 * 
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[ 29 1. | | 
« where, but not in the Rule itſelf” * io 
that cou'd be a perfect Rule, or indeed an 
Rule at all to thoſe who had no Ability tc 
attend to it: And therefore the Rule ot 
| Guide ſuppoſes the Freedom of the Agent o 
hom it is a Rule or Guide. But not 0 | 
| dwell upon Trifles; he vouchfafes to take 
1 notice of the other part of my Argent 
omitted before, and ſays it means no more, 
in plain Eng liſb, than that human Rea- 
\- Wl © fon as not ab/olutely inſu cient, becauſe 
| „it was ſufficient. And tells me a Story f 
4A Countryman, who being ask d, why he 
15 tobe the Moon no bigger than his 
« Buſhel gravely anſwer'd , becauſe he did.” 
will allow this Gentleman to be as merry as he 
pleaſes, when it is at his own Expence; 5 and 
hope he will allow me to be pleaſant in my 
tum. But the Argument is this, viz. If Rea- 
ſon in itſelf confider'd was ſufficient to Mens 
ee the Favour of God, i 5 
was ſafficient in Matters of Religion, the En 
of which is the attainment of iritual Hapfi- 
neſs, and the Fayour of God. But it was fai. 
dient, &c. therefore, &c. which was the Point to 
be prov d; and vrhich this Author was to diſ- 
proye; but has not yet offer d, or will offer, one 
word to the pur poſe, more than his bare affer- 
tion; and fo I leave his Countryman with him. 
+ He allows that my Notion of Chriftiani- 
ty makes it to be a better Guide than mere 
W er dee ws rp this was not "_ 
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in the Chriſtian Revelation law,as he calls it. 
I had explain d in what Senſe it was a better 
Guide; ; namely, in delivering to Mankind 
a pure uncorrupt Rule of Life and Actions, 
and enforcin it bY 7 0 þ Motives than 


us” 4 


_ it, . Stkerwile it wou'd not kavo ras 5775 
"Had this Author | gone no farther than to 
ſay, that t Chriſtianity was neceſſary,in order to 
cable Men to attain to greater Virtue and 
ppineſs, than mere Reaſon, in a ſtate of ge- 
neral Corruption, oou'd enable them to at- 
tain, I ſhou'd have agreed with him, and have 
faid. as much as this comes to: But to ſay it 
was ſo neceſſary to Vitus and Happineſs, that 


they con'd not ze attain d without it, is a ſad 


1 on 1 Goodneſs of divine Provi- 


{7 4 
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br h om was of zieren bun nid kb that it 
oftrine of Scripture. ; that God made Man Suffecient 
imſelf to chuſe Virtue and avoid Vice.” Con. is 
Rom., I. . 15. his words are. and v LOTS Al on 
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Y Tur is uniag gun And he adds, That this Do- 
Arine was neceſſary for St. Pas! to teach and inſiſt on, on 
| 5; their account who ask, where was Providence in the Times 


& before Revelation?“ It v Ne D eser ig TE 


„ ele y; which ſhews that he thought Providence cou'd 


pe without the S of — Reaſon. 
Page 21. 5 
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1 37 1 | 
= | Quefiibn Which he asks, * Ce What Men want- 
« ed before our bleſſed Lord appear rd, if they 
« could of themſel ves have attain dt to Hap- 


) « pineſs and the Favour of God: The An- 
; ſwer is, that Chriſtianity was not xece/ſſary 
0 to reſtore Men to their rational Faculties, 


$ and Power of acting agreeably to Reaſon, 
f i. e. of attaining Virtue, and Happineſs - in 
Conſequence of it; but it was a greater and 
6 more efficacious Light than corrupted and 
tt darkned Reaſon was. Men therefore want- 


. ed a Teacher to inſtruct them in the pure 
0 genuine Principles and Laws of Reaſon, and 
0 i to enforce and effectuate his Inſtructions by 
d a perfect Example, and with the moſt pro- 
Ss r rational Motives. r 
t This Notion of Chriſtianity ray | 
'c WW this Author's. and your + Lordſhip's Four- 
it dation of it; but it is the very Ground 
at that the Goſpel ſtands, and can only ſtand 
ad upon: And the Peſition which this Gentle- 
man ſays is amazing, is no more indeed than 
de- what you Lordſhip hath & taught, the) in- 
8 pe l g h ſelf, and with what | 
. . 
at it inkt che! of 2 fires of 
eient Sof | 
2 
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foon- as ever Reaſon ceasd to 


[8] 


Reaſon in any Circumſtances of . Men been ab- 


felutely in itſelf inſufficient in Matters of Re- 
ion, Men, in thoſe Circumſtances which they 


cou d not. help, wou'd have been. excuſable in 


their - greateſt Enormities, Superſtitions and 


Immoralities, as being deſtitute, not. thro their 
own. fault, but the Neceſſity f their Circum- 


flances, £4 a ſufficient Guide in Matters of Re- 


ligion. a 


ut this is to impeach both the Wiſe 
7m and Goodneſs of God, in leaving Men for 


ſo many Ages under an unavoidable Neceſſity of 


22 and Sin. The Argument is con- 
cluded with this Inference, viz. *. That it un- 
avaidably follows, that the Revelation of God's 
Will was neceſſary at all Times 2 75 „and as 


4 FL Wien 
| Guide i in Matters of Religion. 7 


The ®les for divine Revelation 3 IJ 


| 2 cc 1. 4 He contends that my 4 Argument is 
c not concluſiye, becauſe it — on a 


<« Suppoſition which he denies to be true, 
cc namely, that the Doctrine of the Inſuffi- 
<« . ciency; &c.. implies Mens being under 5 


. « Neceſſwy of committing. Sin.” What he 


thinks it implies is © + want of ſuffi- 


1 cient Light to lead them 10 Perfettion 


, and Happineſs,” yet he allows, * that 
“ they Who walk diligently by the beſt 
«. Light they have, ſhall meet with Fayour 
«. in the ſight of God,” On the Head of 


this Rep ly he adds; that the Fallacy of the 


- Plea 
eee, tr , CODY 


＋ 33 } : 
Plea for human Reaſon is, That the Au- 
& thor takes it for granted, that the Do- 
« &rine of the Inſufficiency, &c. relates 
« wholly and entirely to moral Actions, 
« whereas that Doctrine relates to all other 
« religious Matters, as well as moral Acti- 
« ons, * ſuch as an acceptable way of Wor- 
« ſhip, a method of Atonement, 9 


7 « Another Reaſon (he ſays) againſt 
= KL 5 Force of my Argument is, that if wo 
- ſuppoſe that want of Light which the 
Doctrine of the Inſufficiency, &c. impli 
(to be the Conſequence and Puniſhment of . 
Lin, + it will then be no achment of 
u © the divine Wiſdom and Goodneſs.” And 
that Sin was, thus puniſ d by God, he 
thinks St. Paul < tells us in Was plaineſt 


« Ini dene of lays, That 
« Gd gave them up 
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"Yao all which I ER : 


1. This Author artfully drops his Reply 
to the firſt Part of my Argument, in whictr 
it is inſiſted, that the Doctrine of the Tnfaf< 
ficiency of Reaſon. renders Men excuſuble in 
2 n. Aamir i me and 

| * Immora= 
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GE 
Immoralities, as being deſtitute, not thro their 
1 own Fault, but the Neceſſity of their Circum- 
ances, of a ſufficient Guide in Matters if 

Religion. But inſtead of anſwering, he ſeems 
to admit this Conſequence, ſaying, That 
this * want of ſufficient Light does by no 
« means carry with it an Implication that 
« it is in itſelf ſinful.“ If the want of the 
Light of Reaſon is not ſinful, then neither 
1s the Commiſſion of thoſe Enormities and 
Superſtitions which Men fell into for want 
of this'Light, neceſſary to prevent them, f 
finful likewiſe: Becauſe, as I argued, it was Wl J 
not Mens fault, but the Neceſſity of their i de 
Circumſtances, in which they were plac'd by pr 
Providence, that drew them into theſe Enor- De 
mities : And this Suppoſition ſeems plainly MW to 
to me to impeach the Wi/dom and Evodncſs Ml 
of God. And ſuch an In/ufficiency of Rea- Ml '- 
fon as 1s taught by this Author and your of 

| Lordſhip, does imply Mens being under a M 
2 of committing Sin, i. e. of tranſ- H 
greſſing the Laws of Reaſon, (Sin being the fo 
 Tranſgreſſon of a Law, 1 Jo. iii. 4.) as want- il © 
ing the Light neceſſary to prevent the Com- 
miſſion of it. But this Neceſſity is not (as A 
this Author imagines is argued for) T“ a MW » 
<« Neceſſity of acting contrary to the Dictates of I H 

* Mens own Minds, and the beſt Knowledge 
they have; but a Neceſſity of falling into * 
Superſtition and Immorality, even —_ (y 
EL LEP RITA 4/7 len 
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„Men act areording, to the Dictates of their 
Minds, and the beſt Knowledge they have, 
br want of a ſufficient Guide, and Light to 
direct them better; for want of * Means ne- 
t Il efary. (according to your Lordſhip's Do- 
o KArine) to prevent theſe Enormities, and to 
t enable them to. attain to Virtue and Happi- 
ie 106. And as this Doctrine makes the Tranſ- 
r greſſion of the Laws of Reaſon no Sin, to 
d Ml thoſe who have not Reaſon ſufficient to pre- 
it Wl vent it; ſo how to vindicate the divine 
n, Viſdom and Gooaneſs, on the ſuppoſition of 
a3 your Lordſhip, that Men by God's Provi- 
ir dence were plac'd in ſuch Circumſtances, I 
y Il profeſs Lam at a loſs to know; nor has this 
r- {WM Defender. of your Lordſhip. done any thing 
ly WW to. remove. the Difficulty, as will preſcntly 
macefally Ape. won wn, i 
Farther; if thro the abſolute In/ufficiency 
of Reaſon . Men want the Knowledge and 
Means neceſſary to lead them + to Virtue aud 
Happineſs, upon what Ground is it poſſible 
for them (as this Author contradictorily ſays) 
to meet with Favour in the ſight of Gdꝰ 
What Notion can your Lordſhip, or this 
Author have, of that Favour of God, which 
is neither founded on Mens Virtue, nor brings 
Happineſs to thoſe on whom it is conferr d? 
The Fallacy pretended by this Author is 
wholly on his own. part. For the Doctrine 
(which your Lordſhip hath taught) of the 
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f 360 
abſolute Inſufficiency of Reaſon'in Mitters of 
Religion, is underſtood and confider'd as re- 
lating to all other re s Matters, "as well 
2 moral Actions. And it 15 inſiſted on the 
part of the Plea for human Reaſon, that 
Reaſon is a ſufficient Guide in all Matten 
of Religion. Indeed nothing, I think, is 
plainer, than that if it is ar all ſufficient, it 
is ſufficient in every Point of Morality and 
Religion, which it was neceſſary for Men to 
know or perform; and for this evident Rea. 
ſon; that all thoſe” Things, for the know 
ing and ding of which human Reaſon (when 
the only Guide of Men) was not ſufficient, 
cou'd not be Parts of Religion, or obligato- 
ry upon Men in theſe Cireumſtances. But 
with reſpe& to the acceptable way of divine 
Worſhip, and Method of Atonement, the Light 
of Nate! and Reafort which ſhew'd Men 
that they ought to worſhip the one true 
God, and repent of and forſake their ſins, 


. include in it à certain Knowledge of the 


acceptable way of Worſhip and Atonement: 


becauſe that way of Worſhip and method 


of Atonement” cou'd not but be acceptable 
which the Liglit of Nature dictated. The 
Light of Nanich always' taught Men that 
. they ought' to worſhip God in Spirit and 
in Truth, with Purity of Heart and Affecti- 
ons; Which they were always ſenſible was 
more acceptable than Sacrifices; and that to 
; Aale their fins, and lead holy 1 bo 
"na + 14 - 
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inltatien of the divine Seitmpl was a 
ſure way of making an Aromement for them, 

If God thought. fit to propoſe any other 
Atonement befides, this, in the nature of 
the Thing, cou d only be neceſſary to thoſe 
to 5 t Was iſ known, to 1 5 
to it it and apply it fo chemſelves. 


To the Tecond Reaſon offer tat ay 
Arg ument by this Author, the Anſwer is, 

Fl It the Conſequence and Puniſhment of 
Sin is, by the Providence of 221 (as thijs 
Author, in Defenſe of your Lordſhip, teach- 
eth) to be abſolutely deptiv'd of ſufficitns | 
Light to reform it, and to reinffate Men 
into the divine Favour, then it will before 
him to vindicate Providence on account © 
ſuch hard dealing with Men in the mere 
ſtate of natural Reli gion. The Puniſhment 
naturally, ' or by divine Providence conſe- 
qnent to the ommiſſion of Sin, can only 


| be reaſonably ſuppos d, in order to the De- 


ſtruction of Sin 3.9 the Reformation of the 
Sinner: But if this Reformation is out of 
Mens Power, as the Conſe nente and Puntſhe 
nent of Sin, "then 1 is Sin (after it hath once 
preyail'd) irceſiſtibly predominant and Laral, 
notwith tanding all that Man can do to re- 
form it. But to ſuppole Men (who Ate 

3 willing, ; 
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willing, and endeavour to amend and do 


Goodneſs of God; and evidently makes ſuch 
a Puniſhment of Sin intended to no other 


Evil, i. e. of Re 


under reveald as under natural Religion. 


to reform Mens Impieties, muſt hold equal- 


x natural Religion. E 


. are) may be reform'd and rein- 


that the Goſpel is always, as being in itſelf 
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that which is good) to be left in ſuch a Rate, 
is an Impeachment, of the Wiſdom and 


End but mere Puniſhment, as the Effect of 
God's s arbitrary Power; ;. and in conſequence 
will infer (as was argued in the Plea, p. 60) 
the Extinction of. the Knowledge of Good. ani 
on iſelf, and the Deftrutl;- 
un of human. fres, Agency. Such a Puniſh- 
ment therefore of Sin being contrary to the 
cleareſt Evidence of Reaſon and the divine 
Attributes, cannot be ii 

Providence, without caſting a * up- 
on it. And it muſt alſo equally follow to 
be the Puniſhment. and Conſequence of Sin 


For whateyer Reaſon can be given to ſhey 
that the Light of Scripture, remains /uff- 
cient, after the Tranſgreſſion of its Laws, 


ly. in, reſpe& to the Breach. of the Duties of 


How wou d your Lordſhi ip; or this Gen. 
tleman prove, that groſs habitual Sinner, 
under the Light of the Goſpel, (whom your 
Lordſhip will own to be more guilty than 


ated. into the divine Fayour, but by proving 


a perfect Rule of Life, /ufficievt to convince 


E of their From and Vices; 5 and 2 5 
/ 


tat 


by Attention and Obedience to it they may 
be reforrn'd and reſtor d to the divine Fa- 
your ? God hath promis'd this in the Go- 
ſpel : Which ſhews that Sin has no ſuch fa- 
tal Influence, if Men will uſe that ſaving 
Light to conduct them back into the way 
of Firtue which they have wilfully forſaken: 
And for the ſame Reaſon, the Law of Na- 
ture being as much the Voice and Word of 
God as the Scripture is, muſt be intended 
to be an everlaſting Light held forth to Men 
(if they will attend to it and obey it) to 
bring them back again into a ſtate of Virtue 
and Happineſs, by Repentance and Refor- 
mation. Application to Scripture is an Ap- 
plication to a Law, ſhewing Men what Na- 
ture and Reaſon teaches in order to make 
them happy; and therefore whether Men 
apply to this Law by means of Revelation 
or natural Reaſon only, it muſt be /affecient 
to guide them to Virtue and Happrneſs. 

That God for a long time left Men to 
follow their own perverſe Ways, and to be 
reform d by Reaſon and human Inſtruction 
only, was well conſiſtent with his Providence, 
on the Suppoſi ition of the * Sufficiency” "of | 
human Reaſon i in Matters of nee and 

r H a- . he 

» In this reſpe& C bryſaſtom fays, it is the Doctrine of 
dt. Pau 4 Thlt God made Man ſufficient of himſelf” to 
„ chuſe Virtue and avoid Vice.“ And he adds, that this was 
neceſſary” to be taught, in order to anſwer the Obſection 
1 Providence, before the Revelation of the Law; and that 


1 SA \poſtle hereby ſhew'd, That in the former Times, and 
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he de confitently. el his Wiſdom and 


Goodneſs, keep in his own. Power, to be te- 


yeal'd at Pleaſure, the moſt effectual Means 


of enforcing the Laws of Nature and Rea- 
ſon when corrupted and neglected; and re- 
ſerve them to be aac Fo in BA Cir- 
cumſtances of Men as he ſaw wou'd moſt re- 
quire them. But if your Lordſhip's Doctrine 
is true, and the Conſequence of Sin was the 
want of * Meaus neceſſury to enable Men to at. 


. gain to Virtue and Happineſs, as is exprelly 
taught in the Defenſe of your Lordfhip' 


Doctrine; then it ſeems to me (as I argued, 
and to which no Reply is made): unavoida- 
bly to follow, that, to vindicate the Wil⸗ 
dom and Goodneſs of divine Providence, 


the Revelation of God's Will was neceſſary 
at all Times equally, and as ſoon as ever 


Reaſon ceas'd to be e Guide in Mat 
ters of Religion. | 


a Laſtly, This PLS DIR N "SPA the 
words of the Apoſtle, Rom. i. 21—28. that 


God ever ſo gave up Men to vile Affections, 


as providentially (as the Conſequence and 
Puniſhment of Sin) to deprive them of ful 
ficient Means of the Knowledge of him, and 


of 


& that the Knowle goof God ww gta in them.” Au 
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of this Author's reaſoning ſuppoſes, is Ws 
unreaſonable in itſelf, and far enough from 
the Apoſtle's meaning; according to whoſe 
Senſe, and the general Senſe of Seripture in 
the like Expreſſions, giving up is no more 


than permitting them to go on wilfully in 
their wicked ways; becauſe, as the Apoſtle 


ſays, when they knew God, yet they did not 


like to retain the Knowledge of him, ſo as to 
glorify him as. Gad. This Text therefore is 


full and direct againſt your Lordſhip and this 


Author; as declaring that under the moſt 
corrupt State, and groſs Commiſſion of Sin, 


God ſtill always left Men ſaßſicieut Light to 
have knoun him, and by this Knowledge to 
have been converted to him, and to glorify 
him as God by the true Worſhip of him: 
Nay, the Light was ſo clear and ſtrong, 
that it broke out from under the greateſt 


Darkneſs; for the Apoſtle ſays, that the 


greateſt of Sinners did kxow him; and proves 


that this Knowledge was always manifeſt 
from the viſible Works of Creation and Pro- 
vidence ; and therefore they were, as he in- 
fers, wit haut excuſe, ver. 19, 20 Not with- 


out Excuſe, as wanting /afficient Light; this 


 Suppofition is abſurd ; but without Ex- 
cute, . becauſe, having ſufficient Light, they 

wilfully ſhut their Eyes againſt it: There- 
fore as the Apoſtle ſays, ver. 26. God gave 
them up, &c. as he gives up incorrigible Sin- 


gers under the Goſpel-Reyclation ; not in- 


chrrigible for want of Light, but becauſe 
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they reſiſt the Evidence of the cleareſt Li ght. 


This vindicates the wiſe and good Providence 
of God under the State of both natural and 


reveald Religion: And this Gentleman 


cou'd not have cited a Text more directly 


for what I have taught, and againſt what 


he hiniſelf with your Lordſhip hath taught; 


and which demonftrates, that Sin never had 
ſuch a fatal Effect as he ſuppoſes, but that 
God always left Men a fufficient Light and 


Guide to lead them to the right Knowledge 
and Worſhip of him. 

This Author, my Lord, having ſo little 
conſider'd or underſtood the Senſe of the A- 
poſtle in the Place cited by himſelf, gives 


us but a bad Specimen of his Talent at the 


Interpretation of Scripture ; which will far- 
ther appear, in conſidering what he has al- 
ledg'd againſt my Interpretation of the 


Texts brought in Support of the Saffeciency 


of- human Reaſon ; to which he proceeds, al- 
ter offering one or two things of ſmall Mo- 


ment. Your Lordſhip's Doctrine was charg- 


ed, as being, 5 neceſſary Conſequence, 9 


Di iſregard to the Evidence and Obli 2 5 
natura! Morality and Religion. In Hefen 


of your Lordſhip this Author ſays, 4 All 


* Gar! is deny d or impeach'd i is, the Suffi- 


“ ciency or Perfection of what is call d natu | 
e Religion; and neither its'Clearneſs, or 
. «its Force. Te 1 may be very clear and evi- 


4 dent, and it 192 5 indiſpenſibl "7 IN as 
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« ſar as it goes; and yet not be ſufficient to 
teach Men how to appeaſe God, or to en- 
« title them to Happineſs.” For this he 
wou'd appeal to the late Dr. Clarke. 

Here, my Lord, I cannot but obſerve, 
that this Author is miſting the Scene of the 
Debate; as if denying the Sufficiency of hu- 
man Reaſon was no more than denying the 
Perfection of it: This he had hinted before 
(P. 24.) But ſurely human Reaſon, tho 
inper felt, may be ſalſicient (when God has 
vouchſaf d Men no other, or more perfect 
Guide) to teach them their Duty, to pleaſe 
God and to obtain his Favour. He allows 
now, that natural Religion may be very cleur, 
and indi iſpen ſibly oblige, as far as it goes: the 
Conſequence; of which a _ reaſonable Man 
would think was, that it was therefore ſuf 
dent to guide Men to all that Virtus and 
Happineſs, which in their Circumſtances, and 
under the Light they have, they are capa- 
ble of. And a clear indiſpenſible Obligation 
of doing Works of Virtue. and Piety, with- 
out yet being able to appeaſe God and attain 
Happineſs, is a ſtrange Ablurdity ; and is as 
much as to ſay, that ſuch Works of. Virtue: 
and Piety are not Works of Virtue and Piety; 
and that Men may be indi/pen/ibly oblig d to 
thoſe things, which in their Nature tend to 
their final Happineſs, and which, this || Au- 


thor allows, will _ procure them Favour in 


the e of God, and yet not be entitled to 
9 of OT 
| p. ON 


Fi - 


tal 


Ho ineſs ; nay, may want the Means nece/ 
4 to 26 them to Happineſs. 8 


your -Lordſhip, or this Gentleman, may 


think of the matter, theſe to me are plain 
Paradoxes and Contradidiond. I have ſhewn 
above, how far aatural Religion goes; and 
that there is no Part of Reli igion or Morali- 


ty enjoin'd in the Goſpel, which is not clear. 


and evident in * natural Religion; and which 
was not in Fact taught amongſt the Hea- 
thens. And that the late Dr. Clarke had 
the ſame Notion of the Extent of natural 
Religion that I have, I will ſhew your Lord- 


ſhipand this Gentleman from his own Words, 


| where, {ſpeaking of Deiſſs, he ſays, That 
« if they did indeed believe what they pre- 


« tend, they have juſt and right Notions 


of God, and of all the divine Attributes in 


every reſpect, who declare they believe 
(as diſcoverable by the Light of Nature 
alone) that there is one, eternal, infi- 
nite, intelligent, all- powerful and wiſe 
Being, the Creator, Preſerver and Govei- 
nor of all "Things; that this ſupreme 
' Cauſe is a Being of infinite Juſtice, Good. 
neſs and Truth, and all other moral as 
* well as natural Perſections; that he made 
« the World for the Manifeſtation of his 
& Power and Wiſdom, and to communicate 
. his Goodneſs and Happineſs to his Crea- 
« tures; that he preſerves it by his conti- 
* ua! all-wiſe Providence, and governs it 
ee , e accord- 
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« according to the e Rules of ipfiirg 


« Juſtice,” "Rt quity, Goodneſs, Mercy 

« Trutk hee all cteated rational hes 
« dep penditig continually © upon him, are 
4. bor to adore, worſhjp and obey | kim; . 
4 to raiſe” Him ab all Mags they enjoy, 


« and to pray to him for every thing they 
4 want; that they are all obligd to pro- 


« mote, in their Pro T tion, and according 
« to tlie Extent of t cit ſeveral Powers and 
« "Abilities, the ener! Good and Welfare 
« of thoſe Plies Fe eWorld wherein. they 
Care plac'd; "in Ane manner as the divine 
© Goodneſs is conti nvally pfomotin 8. the 
univerſal Benefit of the whole; that Men 
«in particular are every one eule to 
© make it their Buſtneſs, by an univerſal 
„Benevolence, to promote” tlie 1 =». 
« of all others; that in order to this, eye 
« Man is bound always to behave himſe 
« {> towards others, as in Reaſon he Wong 
« deſire they ſhould in like Circumſtances 
« deat with him; that therefore he is oblig' 
to obey and ſubmit of his Superiors in all 
* juſt; an right things, for the Preſervation 
F OL. Society. and the e Peace and Benefit o 
che Pablick; to be juſt and honeſt, Equi- 
« table and ſincere in all his Dealings with 
© his Equits, for the keeping inviolably the 
« everlaſting Rule of Righteouſneſs, and 
« maintaining an univerfal Truſt and Conki- 
« dence, Friendſhip and Affection amongſt 
4 Men; and towards his Inferiors to be gen- 
e „ LIE tle 


vw 


3 41 
ec the OP kind, eaſy and affable, charitable 
ec and willing to allt as many as ſtand in 

<« need of his Help, for the preſeryation of 

<« univerſal Love and Benevolence Among, 

Mankind, and in imitation. of the Good 

& neſs of God, who, preſerves and does good 

«to all Creatures, which depend entirely 

upon him for their very Being and all 

<« that they enjoy; 5 that in reſpect of him- 

** ſelf, every Man is bound to preſerve, as 

7 much as in him lies, his own Being, and 

5 4 the, right Uſe of all his Facultics, ſo long 

ag it ſhall pleaſe God, who appointed him 

4 . Station i In this World, to continue 

« him therein; that therefore he is bound 
645 to have an exact government of his Paſſions, 
7 and carefully to abſtain from all De- 
4 baucheries and Abuſes of himſelf, which 

&« tend either to the Deſtruction of bis own 

1 Being, or to the diſordering his Facul - 

« ties, and diſabling him from performing 

tt his Duty, or hurrying him into the 

« practice of unreaſonable 3 ſt Things. 

„ Taſtly, That accordingly as oy 7 

« e Lv theſe Obligations, fo they arc 

<< proportionably acceptable or diſpleaſing 

« unto God; who being Supreme Govei- 

« nor of the World, cannot but teſtify his 

% Favour or Diſpleaſure at ſome time or 

£ other; and conſequently, ſince this is not 
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done in the ne State, therefore there 


„ muſt be a future State of N and 
hay Puniſhments 1 in a Life to come.” * _ 
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Thee are © thc Doctrines of Morality Ig 


Religion, which that incomparably great 
Man allow d to be diſcoverable by the Light 


of Nature only: And theſe were in fact 


taught by Philoſophers amongft the Hea- 
thens. But if that learned Man has, in any 
other Part of his excellent Book, laid any 
thing which may ſeem inconſiſtent with the 
Paſſage aboye cired, your Lordſhip and this 
Author, without allowing what the Doctor 
has admitted, have been ſo unfortunate as 
to make the Doctors Error only the Foun- 
dation of your Doctrine of the Inſ# ufficiency 
of Reaſon in Matters of Religion; and 
which the Doctor, T believe, meant not to 
depretiate, as this Gentleman has done. 

1 proceed now to conſider the Ob ections 


which this Author hath againſt the Proofs 
alledg d for the Sufficiency of Reaſon, from 


ſeveral Texts of Scripture. The firſt was, 


Acts . 3 34, 35. Of @ truth, I perceive - that 


God is 10 29 reſpeter of 7 er Gus; , bat in every 
nation, he that feareth Hi 1d wo 
righteou, neſs, 3s accepted of him. One wou'd 


think that this Text, without any Expla- 
nation, Was very plain for the Sufftioncy of 


natural Reaſon; which is here dectar'd to 
enable Men, by the Worthip of God, "and 
doing Works of Righteouſneſs, to make 


themſelyes \acceprable unto him. But this 


Gentlematr being refoly'd; at all ventures, to 
oppoſe*whateyer makes againſt your Lords 
e rr that the Inference 
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from the Apoſtle's ſaying, that Cornelius 
Piety in fearing God, =_ his Benevolence 
and Charity in giving  Alms, made him fo 
far acceptable to God, as to bring him in a 
miraculous Way, to the Knowledge of the 
Chriſtian Religion; the Inference, he thinks, 
is not that“ Reaſon is of itſelf ſufficient, but 
that it is inſufficient in Matters of Religion. 
The Reaſon given is, that, tho? it made 
him acceptable to God, it did not bring him 
zo Happineſs. In Reply, I wou'd deſire to 


chat natural Reaſon and Obedience to tt 
of it, which made him acceptable to 
1 5 555 God, 
11 dir oF 
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God, before he had any Knowledgs of Chri- 


ſtianity. But it does 5 at all follow from 
hence, that Cornelius was no better for the 
Coſpel- Revelation being communicated to 
him. As this Goſpel was a Confirmation 
and Enforcement of that Faith and thoſe 
good Works by 
himſelf acceptable unto God, by declaring 


God's Good-will unto Men in the expreſs 


Promiſe of Pardon and Salvation; ſo this 
being the higheſt Demonſtration of God's 


Love, it was fit that ſo good a Man ſhould : 
haye the Knowledge of it communicated to 


him, to improve more highly that true 
Knowledg e of God, which he had before 


receiy'd, 400 to engage him on the beſt and 


moſt powerful Moti ves to continue in well- 
doing. All this is very conſiſtent, and the 
Text is very expreſs, That every Heathen, 
even without the Knowledge of Chriſtiani- 


ty, is capable, by following the Light of 


Nature, to render himſelf 5 unto 
God; and therefore to 
withſtanding this, it. is not ſufficient i in Mat- 
ters of Religion, to thoſe to whom God has 


given it as their only. Guide in Matters of 
Religion, muſt appear to every one, woo 
judgeth with Candor and Impartiality of the 


Senſe of Scripture, both 2 erroneous, 
and carrying with it a Reflection on the 
duct of divine Providence: And what 


does Chriſtianity, or can do more, than di- 
5 Mea i in the certain Way e them- 
i ſelves 


which he had before made 


pretend, that not- 
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Kier acceptable unto God: acc: poll in Pio. 


portion to that greater Licht, and thoſe 
greater Improvements in Virtue, which it 


Is able to produce in them? 


The ſecond Text produc'd for the Suffici 
ency of human Reaſon, againſt your Lord- 
ſhip's Doctrine of the Iofafficienc of it, is 
55 ii. 10. conſider'd with the ontext. | 
muſt own, I thought it almoſt impoſſible 
that ſo plain a Text ſhou'd be diſputed; 
wherein the Apoſtle declares, that the Gen. 
tiles are a Law unto themſelves, Ver. 14. and 
that this Lau written in their Hearts, ſhall 
either accuſe or excuſe them [according to 


their Deeds done under it, v. 5.] in the day 


*vhen God ſhall judge the ferrets of men by Je- 
fas Chriſt, ettipding to the Go pel which he 
preach'd, ver. 15, 16. In which Goſpel 


Chriſt is ſet forth as by God appointed to be 


the Judge of all the World. And as the 
Apoſtle had faid before in the preceding 
Chapter, that the Gentiles were juſtly con- 
demn'd, and without Excuſe, for their Un- 
godlineſs and Unrighteouſneſs committed 


againſt the Light of Nature, by which God 


having made himſelf known unto them moſt 
clearly in the Works of his Creation and 
Providence, they did not yet glorify or wor- 
Mip him as God, ver. 20,'21. ſo agreeabhy 
here, continuing his Diſcourſe, he declares 


that Goff would ſhew his righteous Judgment, 


in fewarding or puniſhing them according 
to FI Deeds committed under the Law of 
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Nature written in their Hearts; by which 
0. Ihe had. juſt before ſhewn that they knew 
if Cod, and ſo were accountable to him for 
it adding agreeably, or contrary to that Know- 
ledge which they had of him. And it muſt 
i- appear to every one at firſt fight to be un- 
'd- WW rcafonable to ſuppoſe, that God wou d con- 
is demn them for the Violation of the“ La w- 
1 Wot Nature, and not reward them reci pro- 
ble Wl cally for their Obſervance of it. But what 
will not Prejudice do in the wreſting and 
miſrepreſenting, the plaineſt Things? And 
who but my Author wou d ſuſpect, that 
St. Paul was here teaching, that Fews and 
Gentiles were to be rewarded or puniſbd on- 
ly, on Condition they receid d the Goſpel, and 
on the Terms of the Goſpel. For this ex+ 
traordinary Imagination the Words of the 
lame Apoſtle are alledg'd, Rom. i. 16. where- 
in he ſays, he Goſpel of Chriſt is the power 
F God unto ſalvation, to every one that be- 
ieves, to the Few firſt, and alſo to the Gentile. 
As if faying that the Goſpel is able to ſave 
all, who believe: and obey it, was not con- 
ſiſtent with declaring that the Few who re- 
God Wl jected it, and the Gentile who had no Knows 
noſt Wl ledge of it, ſhould nevertheleſs not be left 
and e naccountz 
Vor- 02 $i. enim videtur Apoſtolus condemnare Gentiles ex eo, 
ably god naturali intelligentia cum cognoviſſent Deum, non ſicut 
m magnificaverunt, quomodo non putamus quod etiam 
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| collaudare eos poſſit & debcat, fi qui in his cognoſcentes Deum, 
beret: ſieut Deum magnificent? Dubitari igitur non puto quin is, qui 
ling e malo opere condemnari meruiſſet, idem, fi operatur bonum, 
- Wl **vincratiane boni operis dignus haberetur. Orig. in lc. 
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1 
unaccountable to God for their Deeds, but 
ſhould be finally judg d by _ Law which 
they did know * had receivd; and which 
Law, whether of Moſes, or of Nature and 
Conſcience, ſnhew'd them what was good, 
and their Duty to do; and alſo condemn 
all that Ungedlineſs and Unrizhteouſneſs of 
Men, againſi which God's Wrath from Heaven 
was reveal d mM the rac 8 as it Hollow 
ver 1 8. J N 
1 rene that a weale Writer Oe be 
| nh by the Sound of the Word Goſpel, 
But as it admits of two reaſonable Senſes, 
ſo' in both it is againſt, dor nothing to thi 
Author's Purpoſe. © 
I. If it relates to Chriſt's being, in the 
| Revelations of the Goſpel, declar d to be 
the Judge of the World; which is both & 
good and natural Senſe of it, and confirm 
by the very ſame Expreſſion of this Apoſtle, 
2 Tim. ii. 8. Then, according to this Gen- 
ttleman, the Text proves that the Perſons 
* here ſtil'd Gentiles, are to be judg d as Chi- 
ſtians, not by the Lat ef Nature, but the 
Goſpel; for this wiſe Reaſon, becauſe the 
e declares Chriſt to be their Judge. 
2. If it be underſtood to mean the, 
Arive of the Goſpel, then St. Paul hy 
plain'd his Meaning a little before, cap. I. 18. 
by ſaying that the Object of God's Wrath 
reveal'd from Heaven, is all Ungodlineſs and 
Unrighteoufnefs of Men; and that the Gen- 
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of gaperktitielt and Iniquity; 0 ad in the 
Chaptet before us, tlie Obiect of God's 
judgment b Chriſt is the Deedr of Man, 
whether good or evil, . 8, 9, 10. 80 
that in this Senſe; jad em according to 
the Goſpel; is the Ek Aa as judging them 
according to the Law of Nature; 4. e. for 
Worles only of Truth and Righteouſneſs; or 
the contrary: and ſo in this Senſe Nene 
the Apoſtle plainly agrees with me. . 
All this Author has to alledge en my c 
Ta terpretation' thus: confirm is, that the 
Apoſtle is talking about what He has: not one 
word, 10 cdu d conſiſtently! talk about, | 
namely, that * eb, Soul; Mhether | 
Gentile, who recęiv 4 Tis Revelation; 
rewarded or Pan bed according ts hig gbod or 
Ll Deeds - und that this is 2% Condition 
ny. If this Was the Condition; the A 
wou'd have Aid o; and wow'd not ha faid | 
directly on "the contraty, that God Is 10 fe- 
D Per ſbns, Ver. 11. 1. e. Has not more 
elpeck to cke Jem for his being a Faspuph 
in N with him, than for the Gentile, 
a5 being a Gentile, and not huving the Late 
reveal'd to him; he wou'd not have ſpoken 
thus, if both were conſiderd by him as be- 
ing Chrifffang; and have added, char che 
Jeu Was t be judg'd by.the: Lau which be 
had reeetyd," ver. 13. nl the Gentile by 
5 Law writtes in bis Heatt, or the Law 
a Reeder 
4 n 08 rom}, s Wh 
e r. 35. 
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which plainly-ſhews, that the Jew i 18 ek 
der'd merely as 2 Jeu, and the Gentile as a 


Gentile, acting under no other Laws than 
thoſe of Moſes and natural Religion. 80 


N that, my Lord, this Gentleman 8 W ay, in | 


Defence = your Lordſhip, is not to inter- 
pret Scripture,” but to make it, by mere 
Imagination, to ſerve his Pur ale, againſt 
the moſt * manifeſt Senſe of it. 

In the next Text, Heb. xi. 6. this Anithae 
triumphs indeed, and is ſo candid as to ay, 
that my Inference from it for the Sufficieny 
-of human Reaſon in Matters of Religion, 
A muſt make every impartial Reader 
« much queſtion aches my Honefly « or Un- 
( Terflanding,” 50 6 LOSS 


% 


This Gentleman J Honeſty Iam fir From 


calling in queſtion; and hope he has no 
ground for calling mine in queſtion; tho of 
his Lader ſianding in the Scripture, and in 
Matters of Learning, I have given ſuffici- 
ent Specimens already, and ſhall give more 
e I have done. And — — 
Bis uncharitable Triumph, I do not queſtion 
1 but to give another luis even meren, 0 
225 Ts [LF ory os [- 10 J. 1 A7 Pee 
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The Artients, EY and c — ieee the 
Ter as Ido, viz; of ſuch as were merely Zeros and Gentile. 

: Pubs & Go beten dicit, ui —— Leden credentibus. 
rig. Com. Pm See alſo the Paſſage a little above. And 
- Flotoy Inf ator clas & p; I G ier i: 
e 7 1 News geit 5 vm 50 eis 769 
A * AM in ne Ar, &- 
nd, adds, that they were ſuch Gentiles 33 
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deter 1 d Gad according ?o the Law e e ſuch as Mel | 


4h and bis People, Fob, the Ninivites, &c. Com. it 
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Ws tin Wo”. 
ſpect to the Interpretation of this Text in 
which he boaſts ſo great a Victory. | 

The Text is, (Heb. xi. 6.) He that cometh: 
6% God, muſs. believe that he is; and that he 
is a rewarder of thoſe who diligently ſeek him. 
My Argument drawn from this Text for 
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nf . the Sufficiency of Reaſon, &c. is, * If Rea. 
, or the Law of Nature, which” the 4 poſtle 
nor ere reſpecteth, has the Sanction of Rewards. 
ay, d Puniſbments annex d to it, as may with 
voy Certainty be concluded by natural Reaſon from 
on, bbe divine Attributes and Providence; and 
der bich is ſö certain in itſelf, that the Apoſtle 
1 ** ſuppoſeth it to be the immediate and ne- 
. cefſury Conſequence of the Belief of God, and 
om Ml e Ground of Mens Worſhip. of him; it muſt 
no follow, that Reaſen is of. 22 1 Hieient 
of WM Guide in Matters of Religion, ſince it leads 
in Men to the Worſbip of God, and the Practice 
i- of Holineſs and Goodneſs, under the: Belief and 
or WM Aſurance of their being * rewarded: according. 
ing WM # their Works. One wou' d chink a reaſog- 
ion able Man could not eaſily deny the SH 
te- en f Reaſon to guide Men 1 Virtue and 
ect WM Happineſs; by which the Apoſtle here ſup- 
+. poſeth every Worſhipper of God cannot but 
is. be convinc'd both of his Exiſtence, and that 
au be will reward their Faith and good Works. 


Let us ſee, my Lord, how this Author with 

all his — confutes this Argument, 

co which he thinks fo weak. or wicked, as juſt- 
to make queſtion d Are * 50% 8 
8 . K 2 Vader 
. | "VE Pag. 52. | e | 
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| Underflanding. He ſtates my Argument 


thus, via. * The ſmalleſt Share of Reli- 
« gion leads Men at leaft to believe that 


4 God is, and is a Rewarder, &c.. and there- 


fore they who. have this ſmalleſt Share, 


« have as much as is ſufficient.” I reply; . 
If with this Author it is /o ſmall a Share of 


Reaſon or Religion, to believe the Exiſtence 


of God, and to worſhip him with the Ex- 


pectation of being rewarded for his Faith 
and good Works, methinks he might be 
ahle to ſay ſomething to ſhew the Inſufj- 
ciency of it. But not one word, not the 


fſmalleſt Appearance of an Argument has he 


urg d ak” it: ſo far from it, that drop- 


| ping the Point, he goes on (to ew his Ho- 
neſiy or Underſtanding ) ſaying, © 4 What if 
* there ſhould be any Men fo deſtitute of 


« Knowledge, as not even ſteadily to be- 


“ lieve this? (This nal Part of Religion, 
us it ſeems to him, the Being and Providence 


of God as a Rewarder of Virtue and Piety.) 


« Why then, he adds, according to the Au- 
&< thor "of the Pha, they have, notwith- 
“ ſtanding this, Religion enough to ſecure 


« their Happineſs, if they follow their Rea- 
Ke 2 which is a ſufficient Guide.“ That 
argued, that 


the Author of the Plea has 
—— Reaſon i is ſufficient, which leads them 


125 | to the Worſhip of God under the Belief of 
3 * 8 a Ho — 1 — Providence, in rewarding 


re n = chan and Obedi- 
ence 
us P. 37. * P. 36. 
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0 to his Laws, according to . Ta be- 
fore cited; therefore this Gentleman infers 


tom this very Argument, which he knows 
e- not how to anſwer, that the Author 6f the. 
e, Ds has argued, that their Reaſon is ſuffici- 
7; eat, who have nothing of this Reaſon or 
of Religion; or who do not ſo much as believe 
ce either the Exiſtence of God or his Providence, 
*in rewarding. the true Worſhippers of him. 
th My Lord, I muſt put this Author in mind 
be of his Hortentot, (F. 19.) who could not 
ji- have argued worſe; or elſe muſt call in que- 
he Wl flion his Honeſty for abuſing me and Truth 
he Wo. groſly. Let him ſhew me, if he can, 
p- tat human Reaſon of itſelf. is not ſufficient 
to bring Men to the Belief of the Exiſtence / 
if of Cod as being a Rewarder, &. and then 
of be ſhall hear, whether in ſuch a Caſe I allow 
de- it to be ſufficient in Matters of Religion; 
on, let him produce his Countryman, his Horten- 
nce t, his Indian or Negroe *, whoſe Reaſon is 
y.) dot ſufficient for this Knowledge; for as to 
au- Fact, I believe there are thoùſands of Chri- 
th-ſtians who can give no better Reaſon for 
ure their Religion, than an Indian, &c. can for 
ea - his: If he cannot, then let him ſhew, that 
hat ſo much Reaſon as this, which leads Men 
har to worſhip God as a Rewarder,: &c. (which. 
em 2 Degree of Religion he ſeems to deſpiſe) - 
of is not/ufficievt, where Men have no Oppor= 
ing Il tinity of knowing more. But this he has 
di- pretended to do. How mean then is it 
nce nee | | ee e 
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for this cle man to <A that I haye 


argued for the Sofficiency of the Reaſon of 


ſuch Perſons, as T hope are not inthe World; 
& e. indeed for the Sufficiency of their Rea- 
fon, who have no Real 2 at all? Have ! 
not, my Lord, juſt Occaſion to return his 
Compliment, and to tell him, that his I 
ference muſh, I fear, make every impartial 
Reader much queſtion either his —_ or his 
Older fanding ? 
He takes notice that 1 had argued from 
two other Texts, Gen. i. 27. Eceleſ. vii. 29, 
But all my Reaſonings in Confirmation of 
my Inference from them, urg'd from p. 53 
. — 58. both from the Nature of the thing 
itfelf, and from what was profeſs'd by the 
moſt learned and ſerious Heathens, he ſays 
nothing to, but wiſely dropp'd what might 


have calld in queſtion his Ho or Un- 


derflanding, . However, 

He aſſerts, that * had: Man Ril conti- 
nued as upright as God at firſt made him, 
s jt would not have clearly follow'd, that 

be had Reaſon enough to guide him to 
& Virtue and Happineſs. This is ſpeaking 
home indeed; and the Conſequence of it is, 
that Man was made a rational Creature to 
no purpoſe, not having Reaſon - ſufficient to 
guide him to Virtus and Happineſs, which is 
a fad Reflection upon God's Creation; or 


elſe that God has at all Times, and in al 


| Ne the natural In 
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buman Reaſon by Revelation, or liſpiration; "ak 
which is not true in Fact. What a Man can 
mean in going ſuch Lengths to depretiate 
human Nature, for he knows not what, is in- 
deed ſome what aſtoniſhing. The ſame Abſur- 
dity this Author broaches again preſently, 

(5. 44.) whither I refer the Wender to e it 
confuted as it deſerres. 

This Author proceeds in a very extraor- 
dinary manner to affirm, that * true Re- 
« ligion in all Ages and Countries has ever 
& heen Matter of expreſs Revelation; which 
S ertion, he adds, © is very eyident from 
he Moſaic Hiftory.” 80 that, it ſeems, 
there never was, any true Religion amongſt 
the Gentiles. What thinks he of De 
deck mention d in the Moſaick Hiſtory? as 
alſo of Job I might add the whole 8.8 of 
the antient Magians ; ; amongſt whom true 
Deiſm ſeems to have been profeſs'd without 
any Mixture of Idolatry. I hope this Gen- 
tleman will allow; that the. Subjects of M- 
chiſedeck. were Profeſſors of true Religion; 
and it does not at all appear from the Mo- 
ſaick Hiſtory, that this was Matter of Re- 
velation in his Country, who (as 570% phus 
n us) Was a King of i Cee It 


N 1 8 8 nu is 5 is 
ee lib. 8. e 
ojep. l. Judaic. lib. vii. c. 1 a f 
50 me, that the People of Malebiſadect, Job, and We , be adds, 
Ninivites, were ſuch Gentiles as were not Idolaters, but - 
were Worſhippers of God according to the Law of Nature. 
His Words are, *Exalwa; Grey In ene, 5 rg 65 SvAcAc %%%, 5 
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nat teach rue ' Religion without a Mixture of 


[ 60 ] 
48 alſo, 1 think; evident, that rrue Religion 
(without deing Matter of Revelation) Was 
profeſs d in the Country of Fob; who fays, 
that the * Iniquity of king the Hand, in 
token of Adoration' of the San and Moon, 
was'to be puniſ/d by the Judge, as being an 
idolatrous Werhip and denying the God that 
is above. This ſeems to have been the Ne. 
 ligion of the old Magians, in Oppoſition to 
the antient Zabian Idolatry begun firſt in 
che Eat, probably about — Time of Abra. 
bam. And what thinks this Author of fuch 
good Men amongſt the Heathens, 4 Socru- 
tes, Plato, Ariſtotle, Cicero, Epictetus, Mar- 
cus Antoninus, and other virtuous + Greek; 
and Romans; who taught the Unity of God, 
of the one God and Father of all, and the 
practical Duties of true 3 as clearly 
as they are taught in the Law of Mcſes? 
And as they receiv'd not their Religion from 
R e fo neither did they pretend to 
it by a falſe Revelation. But, no 

| doubt, this Gentleman will be ready to tell 
me, that the Heathens laſt mention'd did 
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Superſtition, in reſpect of divine Worſhip. 
eee I grant; and it is the peculiar Excel. 
cy of reveal'd Religion, and was the prin- 
7 al Def ign of it, to give Mankind a Rule 
2 TA: fre from al _— 
tion, 
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tion, e . ſupremeè re- 
ligious Worſhip onlyrof thechwe fru Gad and 
gelen g al, And if the beſt Ftiphens 
have err'd, in regard to this Worſhip; by 
the Addition of: ther Morſhipfof imaginary 
inferior Deities in Subordination to the one 
Cod; o have Chriſtians: too; and more 
groſiy ad triminally than Heathens; 0 
whom, as it has not commanded, ſo t was 
not (tho contrary to Reaſon without a Com- 
mand) forbidden to worſhip 
other Perſons” but the ſupreme God only; 
W hriſtians, in oppoſition to dine 
Revelations both 'worſhip//many: inferior 
Deities LAxgell and Sainta q and alſo paythe 
higheſt divine Worſhip᷑ to other Perſons be-. 
ſides the Perfon' of the gn rd and Father of | 
all;;:;nay, in the moſt oantradictory Manner 
worſhip that divine Perſon, hom the Scti- 
4 ure Spreffy declares tonbęr t the Mediator 
ar God and Nan d, 48 being: that ery” 
fapreme: God, to hom ha:js:Mcdrator.. Tt 
Tiches of heathen! Iyyofnnce: (and Superſti- 
tion) End (as Bt. Haul lays, A xvid 300 
vin ken at; but Chriftjans l ſerioufy ito | | 
enen nee Juaſtiy De the 
ſame Andy YENCE a ieee of 


2 A Srachice and whether the virrhous 

dul e noe the: Light of Nat . 
al * only one ſupreme neceſſarily eu- 
ion, i iftent Bring, 4 or God, will not at whe” 
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ervab [ci om tief Head, 
bi erte the 
deſtaheathen? Theology, in waching the 
Worſhip'only' of the vw Gd; 566 it falls 
Sertbf ft.) ne © ſly” reaching, ure 
ich is 
foundett/on temporul Fromi ſes Wheres 
259/nanþoÞ ther heather Philoſophers profeſ- 
ſedly** taught j agtheBanfticiiof)the Law 
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of Nature, a: futuſt State of Rewünds and 


Pimiſinnents. d= Notwithſtandingy the Lav 
of 'Myfes with felpect to the Yews wks not 
tem- 
porat:Promiſes- and Threatnihge, us moſt 
prevail upon a Pedple d groſs. of 
as to be chief affected by 
bl-Morives; and he leſt'them to the 
Evidence of natural Reaſon, common to 
tem with the reſt of Matileinld}oto inſet | 
the Gertainty of a furure Stare} mot with 
out giving them Hints allo from Rats and 
| porrihelr own. Hiftory;7 fons'whence 
Wey might reaſdaably and eufily inſer it. 
egorhe- next thing Which" this" Gentleman 
. is the'ReproacÞec;'as 
an N % icht. he 
he Main {f il Mr rho 10 4 9. WY calm ie Wy 
Ni : we Pon . U einus cu far 
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be callas them, i 45nown-on- your Lordffip: 
bee he ſays; is, * that your 
% Lordſhip makes uſe: of an ialèe Caution.“ 
The Repreach here, if any, muft 1% — 
word ide z. Which is a word of Re 
this Author cannot but know I . 
upon your; Lordſbip; and: your Lordſhipę 1 
will clear me of. this Charge, a3 
knowing it to be a groſs Falſhood. Ihen 
how tobe civil in my Hxpreſſions, ( at'ithe 
ſame time that I'oppogd : your Dordihip's 
Argument) tho this Gentleman does not,; 
who is ſtrongly addicted to reproacking, 5 
Düne pretends. I am guilty of: xt 5> but 
Reproach: is a mere Fiction ofihis:omn: 
ani — the Argument. The Defenſe 
of your Lordſnip is Allis, t That itias a 
moſt obvious Fallacy in reaſoningii firſt 
«ta uppoſe: that Man's Underſtanding was 
— and his fudgment unbiafs'd, 
Oc. hafore the Fall; and then from thence 
*:tqonclude, | that therefore all Mankind 
© haye-now; and ever have bad, Jerffucdent 
| *cReaſdn to be their Guide in nn © 
2 an. > .1 nyc} d 40 
this Author's Explariativn 


oor Lordibip's 1 Doctrine, for Which 1 


uppoſe he has your -Lordſhip's Authority, 
that I miſunderſtood your Lorxdſhip's Words, 
where (pl y.) ſpeaking of be State f In- 
22 Jou add, “ In which the Under- 
> fanding.i is W clear: mtu, 
1 1 135 
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no ſuch State of Innocence. 


[6 1 
© afid the 
rom the Influences of inordinate Appe- 
ec tites and Inclinations; you meant, it 
ſeems, that this was ſupposd to be the State 
of Innocence, by thoſe only whom ou were 
oppoſing; and that your Lordſhip appord 

If this be the 

Caſe, Ion I did miſtake your” Lordſhip; 
as, Ltkink, any other eaſily might; as ima- 
gining Your Lordſhip was in the commonly 
receiv d Opinion of che State of Innocence, as 
it is call'd ; and I ſawe not any Reafon to 
think otherwiſe, from the manner of your 
Lordſhip's Expreſſion. However, I am con- 
tented that what | there ſaid: ſhou d be 
thought 207 to the pur paſe. But I cannot but 


: think, that your Eordſhip's Doctrine is 


much the worſe for this Author's Explana- 
tion; and that to extricate you out of one 


| Difficulty, he throws you into a much 


greater. It is now your Lordſhip's Do- 
ctrine, That Adam's Reaſon was not fuſ- 
G -Aicient of itſelf in religious Matters, even 
* during the State of Innocence.” In Proof 
of which, he cites Gen. i. 29. ii. 16, 17. 


| Vhich i is a Revelation, not about the Wo or- 


Hip ef God, ar a moral Duty; but contain» 
ing a mere poſitive: Injunction, about what 


he ſhou'd eat, and what he ſhou'd 'abſtais | 


From eating; which Will of God he cou d 


not Poſſibly know without a Revelation. 


1 258 r Very Wy in- 
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pelation ſo low as this Author To buman 


65 r 
ein 0 that Adam's Reaſon might not | 
have been | ſufficient 1 to direct him to an 
acceptable manner of worſhi pping him 
that made him, or even to have taught 
« him who it was that did make him.“ 
Thus, my Lord, Adam is repreſented as ig- 
norant as an Hottentet, leſt his Foſterity 
ſhould be thought to have Reaſon enough to 1 
direct them to Virtue and Happineſi. What | 
will not Prejudice do to ſupport its Bigotry; 
or the Pride of Man invent, e am 
yield to Conviction? 

This Gentleman, whilft alledging a Res 
velation quite foreign to the purpoſe, over- 
look d the Revelation which plainly confutes | 
his Notion, namely, Gen. i. 27, 28. where 
in it is ſaid, that God created man in hit own. 
image, and gave him Dominion over all the 
inferior Creatures. And yet, it ſeems, ra. 
tonal Faculties reſembling divine Perfections, 
and ſufficient to ſubdue and bear Dumintan | 
oyer all the inferior Creatures, mig 8 
in this Author's Account, be / jent to 
teach Man the * acceptable Way of worſhip= 
ping. Cod, or even to know that there was a © | 
God who. made him. If I had depreſsd Re- 


Regen, I in . 1 25 *ll e W in which 
* Pg no Pet MPa Bia... rok 


l vhs ords of our 1 Poet Mittow, are 7 appalite. againſ 
on Author, that I cannot forbear citing them; who Speaking 
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rence to naturul Religion and Revelation at 
the ſame! time, has hot Aerupled to repre- 
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ande bees. made againſt me? But this 
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08d ito have exiſted, what; :Ontcriq 


Gentleman, my Lord, to ſhew his Reye. 


_ feat; the: Image. of God, in which Man waz gl 
created, as no more excellent than a Brute; a; 
the Diſtinction betwixt which and Man be⸗ x 
ing, that the one knows; or may know God 5 
who mia de him, and how. toiworſhip him ig 1 
an acceptable. manner * maben Goes! not, Wl: 
and cannot. y 
Tour Lofdſbip, to thew: the Fallacy of ar- b 
guing, that a. Reaſon is our Guide in the Af. 
Fairs of - this. Life, it may: alſo be our Guide in | 
Religion, &c. obſervd, d, Kah in, one it b 
the Afſeftauce. 2 Senſe;. &c::but that in the k 
. other; * ir lg in een fo e ; 
bo” grit nas : 
Here your, Loxdſhip: very uncautiouſl | 
id natural Religion to be, in gteu i: 
wege, Conjetture and ati. On the 
oontrary I argued; 4 that the Differences f 
Good and Eil and eee 4 natura il. 
* ty WEE ISA 5k A NS UICY SOR |; 
5 4 ee who not prone „ | 


And Brute as other Creatures, but a TID 
„ Rea ſon yh might _ n 
is Staturre t with Front ſerene 
Govern the reſt, A owing, and from thence - 
-* _ Magnanimous to correſpond with Heaven, 
But grateful to 5 whence his Good 
 Deſcends, thither with Heart and Voice ang 7 
Directed in mo to adore e - | 
ime," ns. made bin e i 
2 8 34 >" 
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5 22 Demon be bie He B45) 4s 


i bapul le © © Whetice it willinfer”a; that 


Relw/61) id U ach Pio Jae anti uf alliMle 2 5 


W Matters b, Relgiun, than Sen er Cal 
be bn the Affairs of 251. Df Whoeyerwil 
deny this Plea; mut deny the Demonſiratic 
on of natural Reli ion, Aich e capable 
of Dethonftration' as any Propolitions in the 


Mattremat icks; and Has bear '\demionfirated 


er and Ger, in all mape4a Tifltnces;"B 
tits Author alledges; and hb is. pflege d tc 
tall my Pes a ing conf 23109. But 
ISA Pleas d t exon i De- 

u vf Foul! Lotdſhip's" Decrige, which 
Abe pe to Deionſfrution againſt ie, 
the matter in Pfſpute muſt reſt with' ey 


iüdelligent R de "Only this T d fa. 
we ede ergeht with e. 


Gelizrality Mankind” Reaſon is a much ſu- 
Kr Güde in tHe Affairs ef 11 
the thibgs'bf this Life; "becauſe when Men 


baye dofie the det they can, by tlie Uſe e 
ther Reaſoff affiſtedd By 


Senſe ,” they: often 
#6, and WII fail of effeging their 
ids: WReTeag HS fuck Dilippointiient:thh | 
kappen in! "Matters" of Religion, and the 
Concerns f the flext Life; and your Le. 
9 has ond, and this Author Liltewiſe, 
that they who walk diligenitiy bythe 
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| Joning conſiſted. Yet he is not able to 


8 enerality of Mankind; as if that (which 


grows warmer and warmer in Reflection and 


againſt the Inſufficiency of Scripture, &c. be- 
cauſe the Livæs and e meier of Chriſtians 


arguing; and 1 endeavour d to ſhew/ your 
Page 15=42: But this. Gentleman tell 


Me * 


[6] 
te Fayour. in BY Si ght of God; which i 
the End of true Rel gion. I have made 
this Obſervation on account of this Gentle. 
man's alledging, that your Lordſhip in you 
Argument ſpoke. with regard to the 


1 do not find true neither) was of any Ad. 
vantag toit, Which mow your Lordi 
may Ze plainly. is not. 7 
Now, my Lord, your Nodes, the far 
ther he is flying 0 Reaſon and Argument, 


Calumny. | Your Lordſhip had inferr'd the 
Inſufficiency of Reaſon, Nc. from the wickel 
Practices and Princi ples of the Heathen: 1 
me w d the Inference was not ſtronger again 
the Inſufficiency uf. Reaſon, &c. than it wa 


had been, and were as bad as thoſe. of Hes. 
thens. This then was a fallatious Way of 


Lordſhip at large here the Fallacy lay, fo 


ame, I have miſrepreſented your: Lordſhip, 


_ tby. giving..2 partial Anſwer only to your 


Arguments; and have not conſider d all the 
I Topicks and Propoſitions Nhereof y our Rea- 


mention one thing which L have omitted; 


And it is evident to the Reader of the Pla, 


0 3 I refer * that. all) your Lord- 


ws. f, 1 
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ſhip's Topics were conſider d, and your Rea- 
ſonings from them ſhewn to be inconcluſiye; 
and that from all theſe Topics, the Conclu- 
fon was ſtronger (if any at all) for the I- 
ſufficiency of | Scripture under the corrupt 
State of Chriftianity, than for the 7272 
ciency of human Reaſon in the corrupt State 
of natural Religion. This is not calumnia- 
ting the Church of Chriſt *, as this Gentle- 
man falſly repreſents it, nor extolling the 
Knowledge of 'the Heathen beyond all dus and 
juſt Bounds . Bat it is a juſt and true Re- 
preſentation of the Sufficiency of the Light 
of natural Religion, and placing the Honour 
due to Revelation on its true Foundation, L 
haye done nothing but juſtify'd the divine 
Providence, and the Dignity of human Rea- 
; whilſt your Lordſhip's Doctrine, and 
this Deſenſe bf it, really by neceſſary Con- 
ſequence (tho your Lordſhip may not ſee it) 
debafes unworthily natural Religion; and 
in the manner of doing it, expoſeth Reve- 
lation to the unanſwerable Attacks of Un- 
beliexers. In repreſenting the Knowledge 
of the Heathen, I built all my Arguments 

n Fa, upon the expreſs Teſtimony of hea- 
then Writers. And this Author ought, if 
e to Ile is able, by conſidering. the Teſtimonies 
ted; Ithemſelves, and not by mere Calumny, to 
Pla, Nbew that 1 have extoll'd their Notions and 
ord Knowledge of natural Religion beyond all 
hips % and juft Bounds, Whenever this Advo- 
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cate for your Lordſhip, or any other, ſhall 


undertake this matter, I deſire him to con- 
ſider, beſides the Teſtimonies cited in the 


Plea, theſe others which are here, and in 
the following Parts of this Book offer'd to 
him. The two great Doctrines of Chriſti 
anity, the Belief of a future State of Re. 
wards and Puniſhments, and of the divine 


| Grace and Aſſiſtance to enable Men to attain 


to Virtue, were very clearly taught amongf 
the Heathens. This future State is largely 
and particularly deſcrib'd by * Plato (in his 
Phedo and Gorgias) who makes Socrates 
tell his Friends, with great Aſſurance, 2 


little - before he died: „ ſhall continue no 
longer with you; but I ſhall immediate- 


&« ly go hence to the happy State of the 
<« Bleſſed. This he told them *< both for 


cc their Comfort and his own.” + Sal 
ſays, It appears to me a manifeſt Truth 


we 9 2 the Life of all Men is ſuperintendel 


by God; and no good or evil Action of 


« any one is diſregarded by him; but that 
& by Nature he. has appointed a different 
60 * Recompence N to good a evil 


(c Both 
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-+ Mihi pro dero ke omnium 8 en divino 


numine inviſi: neque bonum neque malum facinus cujuſque . 


nihilo haberi, ſed ex natura diverſa præmia bonos male 5 ſe⸗ 
qui. Orat, 2. ad Gee: prop. fin. 
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4 Both Rome and Greece (ſays | Tt ally) 
< have produc'd many excellent Men; none 


« of which we have Reaſon to believe to 
have been ſuch, but by divine Aſſiſtance.“ 


* Plato in like manner teacheth, That 
« whoever attain to Virtue, attain to it by 
« divine Grace,” © + Who hath told thee 
« (ſaith the excellent Heathen Marcus An 
« toninus) that the Gods do not aſſiſt us, 
« eyen with regard to our free Actions? Be- 
„gin to pray, and thou ſhalt ſee whether 
«it be ſo or no.“ 

Again he ſays, 4 If thera is a placable 
“Providence, make thyſelf worthy of the 
«© divine Aſſiſtance.” _ 

And Maximus Tyrins; - Souls of a 
better Nature, who are ae; in a middle: 
« State between the Extremes of Virtue: - 
and Vice, ſtand in need of the Help and 
5 Alliance of God to lead and ee | 
« Tn at MINE whizhl is Be 0 e 


| W | * 2 


4 Multos 8 & od Civitas & Coat tulit magen viros, 
uorum neminem, niſi juvante Deo, talem fuiſſe credendum eſt. 
Vat. Deur. lib. ii. in fin. 
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But this Writer pretends * à great Dif. 
| « ference between the corrupt Principles 
and Lives of the Chriſtians, and thoſe of 
« the Heathens; in that the former allow 
the Revelation they have, to be in itſelf a 
4. ſufficient and perfect Guide, how much 
fever they may act contrary to it; where- 
ce as the latter charg'd their Wickedneſs up- 
« on their Guide itſelf, and contended that 
their Reafon taught and approv'd it.” 

I reply; As allowing the Sufficiency and 
Perfedtion of "Fines ig and then acting 
contrary to it, was any great Compliment 
either to Chriſtians or Chriſtianity; z or ſhew'd 
its Sufficiency more in Fact, than that of 

Reaſon. But I call upon him to prove, 
that the Heathens charg d their Wickedneſo 
upon Reaſon itſelf, as teaching and approving 
ir. This is, my Lord, an heavy Charge 

1 . thrown upon the greateſt Part of Mankind, 

= . without any Shadow of Truth in it. I 

5 prov'd the direct contrary to this injurious 

Charge (Plea, p. 15, 16, 47.) from ſeveral 
Palſag es of Tully, which this Gentleman has 
not conliderd at all. To theſe I ſhall here 

add; © + There is no one of any Nation, 
6; who following Nature as his Guide, can- 
„ not attain to Virtue,” Nay, he ſays, 


«| Tf this is our Guide, we cannot N 
0 e into e = 
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4 Et Faden iſta boteſt. l 


ee elt quiſquam 2e . naturam e 
pervenire non poſſit. Cic. de Lag. lib. vt. 380. 


1 
f. WM Marcus Antoninus ſays, © * There is no- 
es « thing better than a Mind ſelf-contented 
of JC in doing thoſe things which it enables us 
Il © to do according to right Reaſon.” 

Again; © How happy is Man in this 
« his Power, that he needs not do any thing 
but what God ſhall approve?” It would 


p- be endleſs to cite Teſtimonies of Heathens, 
at Ml which far from charging Reaſon with teach- 
ing and approving. Wickedneſs, on the con- 
nd Wl trary deify it. And it is incumbent on this 
ne Author, as a, reaſonable Man and a Scholar, 
ent to prove the Charge brought againſt the 
ud Heathens; and which otherwiſe will recoil 


ſeyerely upon himſelf, either ngon hip . 
12% or Underſtanding. 
jeſs But this Author's Hand. being in at ca- 
ins lumniating and reviling, (for he is averſe to 
rec Ml Reaſoning) he proceeds to tell the Author 
nd, of the Plea for human Reaſon, That he 
I Wl © has charg d the Church of Chriſt with be- 
ous “ lieving and teaching the Doctrine of three 
eral Ml * ſupreme, neceſſarily-exiſtent, independent As 
has IM © gents, i. e. three ſupreme Gods; and that. 
cre in this “ he has baſely calumniated and de- 
jon, , fam'd the Church of Chriſt,” - SF 
an- I wonder he did not charge me with 9 
ays, dalum Magnatum, for differing. in Opinion 
bly from Four dondfip: he had Full as much 


| ; - Reaſon, 
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Reaſon, as for what he has done. All the 


Foundation of this heavy and unchriſtian 


Charge is, my ſaying (p. 34.) that it is dif. 


puted amongſt Chriſtians, whether there are 


three ſupreme neceſſarily-exiftent, independent 
Agents, (i. e. three ſupreme Gods) or one ſi- 
reme, &c. i. e. one ſupreme God. For a 
Man who ſhall deny three ſuch ſupreme Per- 
ſons to be three ſupreme Gods, muſt be quite 
blind in Matters of Religion and natural 
Reaſon, or reſolv'd to maintain the groſſeſt 
Abſurdity. But could any one, endued 
with a Chriſtian Spirit, call this calumniatin 
and defaming the Church of Chriſt? What 
I ſhall ſay in Reply is with St. James, * that 
the wrath 0 4. man worketh not the righteouſ- 
neſs of Go And with Michael, when dif- 
puting with the Devil, + the Lord rebuke 
thee. What an Tenoramus muſt he be, who 
does not know that what T affirm'd has been 
Matter of Controverſy many Years amongſt 
the Chriſtians of this Nation? I hope this 
Author will allow me to ſuppoſe, that the 
learned Defender of the Catholic Doctrine: 
(as he calls it) of the Trinity, and others of 
his Opinion, are Chriſtians; and that I may 
call them ſo (by Courteſy at leaſt) though 
their Doctrine has no Pretence to be call'd'a 
e Doctrine, as being fundamentally 
ſite to Scripture, Reaſon, and all pri- 
—— Catholic Antiquity for at leaſt three 
| Were J ad. which. N according 
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to this learned Defender's Explanation of it, 
is fuller of groſs Contradictions and Impie- 
ties than 7 ranſubſantiaticn itſelf. This has 
been ſufficiently proy'd, to the Conviction, 
I hope, of all impartial and learned Chri- 
ſtians. But to call a Diſagreement with 
1ritheiſm, or with the Doctrine of three ſar. 
preme independent Agents, baſely calumniating 
and defaming the Church of Chriſt, is ſurely 
monſtrous. Are the Men who hold this 
Notion the Church of Chriſt ? Or does the 
Church of Chriſt contain'd in the Scriptures, 
teach any ſuch Doctrine? J hope this Gen- 
tleman has already repented of his raſh and 
unchriſtian Defamation of me. 

All that follows in the two next Pages of 
this Author, being nothing but making ge- 
neral Compariſons ' betwixt Heathens and 
Chriſtians in Matters perſonal, and which 
we haye not ſufficient Evidences of in par- 
ticular, there is no room, nor is it to the 
Purpoſe to argue about it. And if Tought, 
as he tells me, to have excepted the Church 
of England out of the Compariſon; he 
ought; I think, to have excepted the Church 
of Rome; and to have admitted, that it is 
not only as bad, but far worſe, both i in Prin- 
ciples and Pradice, than the groſſeſt Pagan 
Church ever was. And with reſpect to our- 
ſelves, I may in general ſay, that the Do- 
ine of Tritheiſm, of human Authority in 
Matters merely of Religion, and the Spirit 
of ere, or aft Hop, which is the ws | 
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own things daily more than the things of 


eſt Light to ſee and reform them: And whilſt 
they will, tho” unjuſtly, have but a mean 
Knowledge of the Scriptures, and of prini- 


. neſs and Piety, Charity and good Works, 
and by rooting out the Seeds of Impofition 


do more good to true Religion, than writing 
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of Popery, which greatly are inſiſted on, 
and prevail amongſt us; and beſides, a ge- 
neral Corruption 'of Manners, and Unchari. 
tableneſs in Differences of Opinion, unknown 
to Heathens; and Chriftian Profeſſors of the 
higheſt Dignity in the Church, ſeeking their 


Chriſt ; theſe are, in my Opinion, as great 

a Re proach to the Chriſtian Name, as the 
jo! Doctrines and Practices of Heathens 
almoſt ever have been to natural Religion, 
and carry with them ſo much the mon 
Guilt and Condemnation, as they are Cor- 
ruptions prevailing where there is the great- 


Deiſts ſee Chriſtians of Learning, Rank and 
Dignity, ſuch Lovers of the World, ind 
complying with the wicked Politics of it, 


Opinion of Chriſtianity ; and one Example 
ac'd in the higheſt Station of the' Church, 
who ſhall be eminent for real Learning, and 


tive Chriſtianity; and who ſhall promote the 
Truth and Practice of the Goſpel by Meek- 


and Perſecution, ſhew an effectual Zeal for 
Chriſtian Liberty both in Church and State, 
and for a Reformation of all Corruption of 
the Chriſtian Faith; ſuch an Example wou d 


an Paſtoral — without it _ 
| my 
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I muſt) add, that Arbei, 
will neuer guin their E. 
tis Author by the Doctrine of the na- 
tural. Suffciency of human Reaſbn in Mat- 


und Dahelieves! 


becatſel'Rea/or will for ever condenim all 
Immoratity and Impiety! and their End 18 
more effektuully gaind by over zealbusg bi- 


Advantage to Unbelitvers, and moſt effectu⸗ 


an Opis war ab wuchern Be l5 % 
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„ Fam\fbrey'for the Occaſidn' of making 
tbeſe Reflections, bur this Author in 3 
manner forced them from me. TO Which 


a, as is ſuggeſted by 


tors of Religion, and making it their Guide; 


gotted i Proftſſors of Chriſtianity, plaèing it 
ona. Wrong Foundation, and building up- 
on it Douines inconſiſtent With the eleareſt 
Reaſon. This, my, Lord, gives the greateſt 


ally ſtops tlie ſpreadihg of | rrge CHriſtitityt 
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I 9 to this, I ſay (. 32, 33) 


the heathen Deiſis generally agreed in thi 


Doctrine, I explain this more particularly of 
the. Pythagoreans- and Platonifts, (P. 23. 


and there repreſent the Stoickt as more un- 


Certain. about it. Therefore when I add, 
| (. 4 33s) All but Atheiſts agreed i 1 thoſe great 


and. neveſſary Points of- Religion before-men- 


c tion d, with. reſpect to ſeveral other Doctrine: 


beſides that of 4 future State; tis plain, 


from what was ſaid before, that the Stoick 


in part were to be excepted. With reſpet to, 


one Point of Doctrine there mention d. But 
this only by the by, to ſhew that T have 
not contradictad myſelf, as this Author 
_ would ſuggeſt. To the Charge 
L. haye not magnify'd. the Koala: of the 
Heathens beyond due Bounds. - I produc 
ſeveral Teſtimonies. (and could 3 5 have 


I fay; that 


many others) in Proof of the Fad; 


25 ki which this Gentleman has made no Re 
BY r 1419 15 
With reſpe&. to the + Py i hagorems and 
_ Platoniſts, the matter is not to be diſputed, 
I need not repeat the P 


aſſages cited from 
Plato, both in the Plea for human Reoſan, 


5 * ae in We I. A 0 what I cited 


* 5 . from 


- 
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Vx Doctrine of the Soul's Toe h he oy, they kant 
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ed, whether the Sroicks had any clear or ex- 


179 1 
from Tully, viz. * That the brian the 
Sul in "another State was the concurrent Be- 
lief of 'a all "Nations, Lactantius agrees; who 
ſpeaking of Epicurus fays, ©©+ that he held 
« the Mortality of the Soul, but was here- 
« in confuted both by all Philoſophers, -and 
«the general Perſuation of Mankind.“ A- 
gain, ſpeaking of the Immortality of the 


Soul he ſays, 2 that Democritas, Epicuras, 


« and Diczearchas were out of their Senſes, 


« as being the only Men who deny'd'fo evi- 


© dent a Truth. But yet it may be doubt- 


prels Sentiments of a future State. 1 fad 
that they were uncertain about it, (Pp. 23) 
but however, that they did not deny, but that 
God after Death might - reſtore both their 
Souls an Bodies to 4 nc Life. For this T 
eited a Paſſage of Chryſſppus the famous So- 
ick, which I have now put again into the 
F Margin This Author knows not well 


what to make of the Paſſage; but However 8 


thinks that it expreſſes no note than à bare 


Poſhbility of being again reſtord to Ihe ſume 


Sc e of things*. But the Words 


we pr _ a bare Poſfpbilit of future 
1.25 $ Nt 3 A | 


e Peranere animos — nationum omnium. 


ut P lib. i. 


uid quod an animas extinguibiles, facit, quem. reſellunt yon . 


phi omnes & publica perfulſte 0, &c. Bp. 


" Delite Democritum & Epicùrum & Dich, wr Wh 
omnium mortalium quod eſt evidens neßarerunt. 2 P- 9 5 W 


f' Ann t , a u 0 N Te, n mar, 
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IV} 
uw W The Words DN de Sr, 8. 
wh  Exyaner |. are emphatical, and imply a Proba. 
bility ; as if he ſhou'd ſay, it js manifeſtly 
far from being impoſſible, or it is nothing like 
umpoſſible; which Expreſſion elegantly i im- 
plies a ſtrong Probability; which this Author 
did not conſider and the word LA] re. 
lates to the Body - and ſo Chryfippus means; 
4 That it is probable, that after Death, in 
10 ſome Revolutions of Time, we ſnall be 

le again reſtor d to the fame Fotm of corpo- 
real Exiſtence, which we had in the pre- 
< ſent State. And fo it is a Teſtimony of 
an eminent Sroick for the Probability of a 
future State. Seneca the Stoick has a re- 
markable Paſſage to this Purpoſe, which il- 
Iuſtrates that of Chryſippus. * Death— 
e fays,he, diſcontinues our Life, but does 
<«<.not, wholly: deſtroy it: a Day will come, 
e that will reſtore us to this State again.” 

: And Tully + ſays, the Stoicks taught the fi- 
' ture long Continuauce of the Soul after the 
Diſſolution of the Body, but deny d the 
eternal Duration of it. This appears allo to 
have been the Ariſtotelian: Nation. And 
Cicero farther ſhews, that the: Continuance 
pron ann Saul in a future ny. was the con- 
g org nove ee: frames rom! - current 


1 


DET 197 ws ee vitam, - non fa "Fei i denn 
n | gna GH 36 „„ 91.9055. 

N 5 haves” — is a avolaes aiunt animos, nder "negant: 

| 2 l. 2 . \iunt a Pot Mus ener 

2p. Z 274 15 — 2302 


5 ** I ay h 4 N TH 2 as - 
5 * hy - * 
' N 5 TY 
— o , : , ; 
% 


r 


ac Opiic of hs * * befibre 
5 the. Duration of the Soul and 4 
That the Soul was not diſſolvd with the 


long dime, as Tully. obſer ves; perhaps they 
meant till the general — — of the 


pteſent Syſtem; at which Conflagration 


— ſuppoſed all created Beings, even the 


dods themſelves, to be diſſolv d, and to pe- 


riſh; not yet deny ing, but teaching it pro- 
bable, that after a Revolution of certain Pe- 
riods of Time, the ſame Perſons wou'd be 


reſtor'd to a new Life and Being. From 


which Notion the old Chriſtian Writers in- 
fer d, that they _ he Dodrine of the 
1 5 K 


nnivs, eſſe in morte ſenſum; neque exceſſu vit fic deleri 


honinem, ut funditus interiret fifſet in corum mentibus 
5 . N non interitum eſſe omnia tollentem atque delentem 


quandam - mol migrationem , cenie öden s d 


tie Nel ti 


r % 8 N 578. [verns ſcriptor Epheus de quo 29 * 


Bac dg. olg fia Sur F die Tvess far 7 F 
„I/ deer Sp axons ot Em itel, A or 
Hales TGV & El) ſunrilun,rel *nevo FANASTAS 


ier. Clem. Alex. Strom. P. 54 49. Edit. Faris. Vid. 
at. 0 


Nemeſ. de fato, c. 38. apud Bib. L. 2. p. $42. Of 100. 
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7 nes r „SU De Ans. Ibid. p. 599. e or as 
's, that: mat War the Philoſophers taught the Dofrine of 
ie Ar, u. His Words are, 207 va Tol 8 x90" newt's As- 
der drag Hν,e. xd agu, d Xy KF e F een. Le- 
2 pro Chriſtian. p. 39. apud op. F. Mart. Edit. Paris. Fol 
A another Chriſtian. Writer ſays, that Zoroafter taught the 
8 if the dead. 05 Locodrgns cenie ws bras 
| N e. © 8 8 TLV Twy VExpav N ira. nta. 
Ger * Pat. Tom. 2. ds 4186 -7 22K” 


In The (DoArine then of the Sroicks 
ture State ſeems; to have been his, viz. 


Body, but continued its Exiſtence (diu) a 


„ Unum id * inſitum . lis, quis. 3 appellat | 


* 


80 ** my Lotd, Ta am 10 fat from has 


. ving extoll'd beyond due Bounds, that I n- 
ther diminiſh'd the Heathens Knowledge of 
a future State, which, your Lordſhip ſees, 

comes very near to the Revelation of it in 


the Scriptures: and if I had ſaid that the 
Stoic ks unanimouſly believ d a future State, 
I ſhould have had better Authorities for it 
than this Gentleman can produce againſt it. 
But I ſaid they were uncertain, or undeter- 
min'd about-it, (meaning the r Stoicks) 
becauſe L found nothing of it in E — 
and Marcus Antoninus ſpeaks unreſoly'd a- 
bout it; tho one may perceive that he ex. 
Patel his Hopes of it in a moſt excellent 
aſſage, if it be underſtood only interroga- 


torily; but if it is (as it may very well be) 


taken affirmatively, it is then a Teſtimony 
of his ſtrong Aſſurance and Truſt of a fu- 
ture happy State. * O my Soul, (ſays 
e he) the Time, I truſt, will be, when 


thou ſnalt he good, uncompounded, one, un- 


« cloth'd, and more viſible than the Body by 


(„ hit thou art incſos d. Thou wilt one 


60 Day taſte of that Love, which flows from 


4 à pure benevolent Diſpoſition. Thou 


« vit one Day be Perfect, neither wanting 
« or deſiring any external thing to enhance 


_ © the Enjoyment of thy Happineſs: but 


<« ſhalt be ſatisfy'd with thy preſent Condi- 
4 tion, and delighted with the things be- 


*, ore 22 and 3 2 . n that 


* 92 
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44 tho h baſt all things at 1 all for 
thy Good, and all by the Providence of 


« appoint, as tending to the Happineſs of 


ee Beauty; who. produceth, an 
«all things, and oomprehends within him- 
« {elf the things which are diſſol vd, to form 
others like them out of them. Such 
„one Day ſhalt thou be, as to have thy 


« Men, fo as neither to complain of them 
4 for any thing, NOT to be 17 8 80 condemn'd 


0d if the Stoicks thus exproſvd thei 


it more firmly. The Words. which I cited 
(p. 26.) as the Sentiments of Socrates, ate 
too clear to be evaded by this Author, who 


alledg'd by me, (p. 17, 32.) only he lays-a 
Streſs upon ſome other Words of Socrates, 


bout it; 2 his ſaying, that God only knew, 
whether he who was going out of the World, 
on they who continued in it, hai the better of 
it. I faid that it was the "Humility of Sccra- 
tes, and not. his. Doubt about the Happine 
of g good Men in a future State, which #4 
"him PR cal in this e n 


«© the Gods: and that all will be right and 
« well, Whatſoever they ſhall think fit to 


the moſt perfect Being, who is the Per- 
4 ſection of Life, of e 66d of  Faſtice and 
nd upholdeth 


« Converſation both with: the Gods: and | 


beatimentz of a ſuture State, we may ie 
ſure that Socrates and the Platonifts believ'd 


therefore drops them ie others of Plato 


as. implying, in his Opinion, his Doubt a- 
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This he flights; tho Liked, and thia Au- 


thor is not able to deny, that 'Tully under. 
ſtood his Words as I. do: and thetefore whe: 
ther Interpretation is: beſt, will not be 4 
matter of Difficulty in any intelligent Rea- 

der to judge; ¶ iceros and my Interpretation 
from him being founded on what Ser aten 


himſelf had ſaid juſt. before, as he relates it: 


Beſides, it is one thing to ſay, that God any 
knew, Whether he who Was going out of the 


World ſhould be 1 and another 


thing really to doubt whether there was 4 
future happy State, or not. Socrates was re- 
markable fot his great Humility and Modeſty, 
and ſo he wou d not ſpeak with too much 
Aſſurance of his own future Happy Condi- 
1 55 ws dt 3 191 3 * =o 
e mizÞh be rouſident of anything of ' this 
Dort, he Nou 4 _ dent that 4 2 
zo the Golli, hi Lords, ti ry. good. 
And in the immediately APrckrding Words, 
orhere he ſpeaks with el Altars, he yet 
expreſſeth ſo ſtrong an Hapr ob being happy 
with (good Mer oe: Dearth thatche declales 
it to be the Ground af thatcbrave Contempt 
of Death, Which (like adChriſtianMartys) 
he then ſhe wd; and tell his re that 
5 8 . 301; ad 294%, hs een they 
8 O 4 „ee Sher mv A MI wp, e in 
Ion e 8 r W 2 Plat. 


3%, P. n 2 
W's 1 55 4% ut fu, W N DJ e Adu 
2 25 ee 9 t Troger — 
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(s 1 
they well knew that hei had 1 chiszkibpe 
And ſome of the laſt Words which he ſpake 
to his Friends were, that he was going 
“from them to the happy State of the 
© Bleſſed. This he 5 uy for their ; 
(C, Comfort and his own.. 17 19 
This Gentleman has not at al areflly 
nſider d this matter; but L hope he 
now: be isfy'd. With reſpect to the Dow 
drine of the new Academics, I ſaid, + That. 5 
bey did not ny doubt of the 7. ruth f thoſe. 
things. which © fil 4 only. probable; hut 
would not affirm the abſolute” Certainty "off 
them; to which Purpoſe I cited a Wai 
from. Tully - Which this Gentleman, not at 
al underſtanding the Force of, or the Dag 
nata of the different Sects which. it reſpects, 
pretends that, according to my Ex planation, 
Tull muſt make dhe only Difference be- 
* tween! the Academics and others to be 
this; That as: others do not doubt, ſo-nei- 
ther do ue doubt, tho we dare not affirms; - 
1 © that'i is, the only Difference is, that tfiere 
is no Difference at all.“ This it is to 
. ſufficient reading or thinking. 
As if there was no Difference between tfioſc, 
bo affirm'd their Doctrine to have the Ce- 
tinty (as Tully ſpeaks) of the Oracle of A- 
pollo; arid others, who more modeſtly tar ht. 
their Dodrrine' a8 being e which _ 
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L 86 1 
: in;Pridtice they doubted not to bee and 
follow as ſtrictiy, as if they were abſolutely 
_ ceviain of the Truth of it, tho they woul 
not * affirm ſo much. The real Donbter 
_ whomade all things antertuin, and deny'd 
even the Probability of any thing; were the 
Pyrrhoniſts,: in a medium between whom 
and the ola Academics went the neu | Acade- 
mil > fo that whereas the old Academits al. 
fm d the abſolute Truth and Curtainty of 
their Doctrines, giving them out for Oracli, 
as it were; and the Pyrrbuniſts were rn 
ful in all their Doctrines: Fhe ae Acade- 
mici did neither doubt ſo much as the Pyr- 
rboniſis, nor affirm ſo poſitively. as the oli 
Aademics, but were contented} to teach the 
. Probability of their Doctrines. And it is 
ahfurd in this Author to alledge; that to 
Aduboubt of the Truth of a Doctrine, and to 
ni intain the Probability of it, is the ſame 
_ thing; or that, on the other hand, to affirm 
_ Itfas certain, is no more than teaching it as 
Frubiublæ or credible. So that this Author 
Aas plainly miſunderſtood, and miſtepreſent- 
ed tkis whole matter. And 56: any thing 
be Lan ern eſolution not to allos 


381415 . 


Ulli non dubitant Gy Gat re N08, 
prob e mitts Haben 2 700 a guy to ix pol 
ume, enden, Se i n, ibi. Ie 
F Geram tibi morem, & ea, quæ vis, ut potero, explicabo 

Nes tamen quaſi Pythius ar certa ut fing & fn. quæ dixe- 

10 ech ut homunculus unus e multis 2robabiliu 'hoſjoſtr {e- 
Jene Ultra enim quo progrecliar, quam it ! ator? vide- 
am, non habeo. Certa dicent hi, qui & ee * dicunt. 
7 Weſt, — i. "non "oy ab initio, 25 


— fy tm gt 


ba 


is, that he will not admit you to be miſta⸗ 


ed Men had fallen into the fame Error a- 
bout it; as if Fate with them was the ſame 


diſtinguiſh'd from it; and which Notion, of 
Fate, I-ſhew'd,. was inconſiſtent with their 
fundamental and primary Doctrine of, the 


4 4 


e a but pretends he has only 5 my Mord, that 
h the you are in an Error. To which I reply; 


957 thing to ſay i In Defence of your Lordſhip; 


[it is that if 8 will — t take 1 ord —— TY 
gave him the ve 


at to (tho' bel 
d to mention d 1 to which he has given 


fame no Anſwer) he muſt be at the. pains to look 
fm little into the Books of the Stoicks,, and 


others who have wrote about the a! 
and. there he will find my Word confirm 


a. i Tm 


that, hen he has read Seneca, N 


mult ſee with his own Eyes, that pour 
Me Td 


But. "og — 


your Lordſhip to have errd in any thingy it 


ken in the Sctoical Notion of Fate, which 
your Lardſhip, has underſtood as implying. 
E. Neceſſity of human Actions, Other learn» | 


with Farce or Neceſſty,j which they carefully 


Self: ſufficiency. of Virtus, as being in every 
one's free Poser. This Gentleman has no- 


zbundantiy. And I may venture to — ; 


Marcus. Antoninus, Cicerd's Book: conce ruiag my 
Ine, & e. he need not take my word. a 55 


Lordſhip Weiden into a — Error, |; 


f 88 TY 
man, as if conſcious that he bad been plead- 
ing altogether for an indefenſible Cauſe, 
would pretend, after all, that by the Inſu f- 
feienty "of human Reaſon, your | Lordſhip 
meant * neither more nor leſs than its il 
being ineſſectual; and ought in all « equi. h 
table Conſtruction to be ſo underſt 8 
As if your Lordſhip had argued. for nothing t 
more, than that, in fat, natural Reaſon Ml © 
had but little and incbnſiderable Influence i in 
reforming the Lives of Mankind. As this 
zs the beſt thing that can be ſaid in Defence 
of your Lordſhip's Doctrine; ſo if this Au- 
5 ther had explain'd it in this manner from 

the beginning, and been conſiſtent in his 
Explanation, I might have taken it for an 
Interpretation, which your Lordſhip was 
willing to have put upon your Doctrine. 
But ĩt it will by no means do, and comes now 
much too late, and is flatly contradictory to 
every thing which this —— has ſaid in 
his Defence of your Lordſnhip. For as your 
Lordſhip had argued (in which the Error of 
your Doctrine oonſiſts) from Fact to the li- 
 faffec ncy of Reaſon in 3t/elf; ſo this Gen- 
tleman in his Vindication of Jour Lordſhip 
maintains, hat your Lordſhip meant to 
teach the + univerſul, unlimited Infeffcieny 
of it: that Revelation was neceſſury, in oi- 
der to enable Men to attain to Virtus and 
: 1 a And he ares the * un. 
TEA 5 limited 
oth 75 es p, 99 © #2.6 & 47: 21. 85 


4 ſhippi 
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limited Inſufficiency of it fo far as to ain; 
that if Adam, created in God's gwn Bass 
(Gen. i. 27.) and made upright,” or perfe, 
(Eecleſ. vii. 29.) had fill continued as up- 
right as God at ir made him, he might not 
have had“ * Reaſon enough to guide him 
«to Virtue and Happineſs. He adds fars 
ther, + That there is great Reaſon: to be- 
« lieve, that Adam's Reaſon was not /uffici- 
« ent of itſelf in religious Matters, even du- 
« ring the State of Innocence.” Nay, that 
it might not have been © || /uficient to di- 
«re& him to an acceptable manner of wor- 
ing him that made him; or even to 
{© have 3 hs who it was that did 
«make him. 95 

After ſuch an oY dungen ef the le 
inperfecbion and abſolute Inſufficiency of hu- 
man Reaſon in Matters of Religion, it is in 
vain” to pretend that it + amounts to neither 
more nor leſi than being declar d to be inef- 
ſedtual- Which Pretence is not only contra- 
iy to all that he had ſaid before, but is alſo 
again immediately contradified: in his very 
next Plea. For if human Reaſon Was in i 
folf. ſufficient, and only in fact ineffeFual, 
then it is not begg ing the Que tion, _ your 
Lordſhip has ſaid p. 35.) but is Truth to 


tay, that the — and evil Practices of 


Heathens were owing to a Neglect, or undue 
Yo 10 Wy and not to the W 


* 1 44 Tun 7. . 


es [90] 
it in; 2 f. as 1 argued: (5. 42.) Yet this 
Gentleman, rather than allow my Plea, and 


the Argument: (ad bhominem ) / urg d upon 


your Lordſhip, namely, * That it was ny 
more: begging the Queſtion, than it is begging 
the Veſtion to fax, that the like Inſtances of 
Corruption, &c. among Chriſtians, were or are 
cowving to an undue Uſe of the Goſpei-Nevela- 
tian; Which I thought your Lordſhip would 
not ſay was begging the ue ſtion This Gen- 
tleman, my Lord, as if he had your Lord- 
ſhip's ſpecial Licenſe for what he ſays, tells 
me, 4 that he cannot conceive how I came 
to know ſo much of your -Lordſhip's 
« Thoughts; and that to be ſure you will 
admit the Argument to be good in all pa- 
 Lordſhip's Doctrine, that the Errors and 
— which have prevail'd, and do 
prevail amongſt Chriſtians, are not owing 
to an andus Uſe. of the Goſpel-Revelation ; 
and thus your Lordſhip, rather than be 
thought: to have reaſon d inconſiſtently, muſt 

SHiciency of Reaſon and Revelation 
5 Kall together. For if thei groſs Errors and 
orr 1ptions have been, and may ſtill pre- 
il. not ing the due Iſſe of the 
pel-Rerelation; ; it plainly follows, that 
the Goſpel is not a ſufficient Guide, as not 
being able to prevent or reform them, 1 
Knew * well, that your Lordſhip 's Rea» 
Ji ſoning 


„ v be, p. 42. : ob +.P. 61. 


re 


| [s 91 1 

ſoning leads 3 to xls? Colithet! 
fon; but did not think that it would: have 
been admitted as the Senſe of your Lord- 

But if this is not the Caſe (as unn 
toubtedly- it is not) then my "reaſoning a2 
gait your L.ordfhip muſt be admitted, vis. 
That the Cauſe of the Eyruri ang rorruþ 
Practices "prevailing among Heather; and 
Chriftians is, in the one, a Mg or tada 
hof Revelation and in the otfler, 3 N 
ht er unde e of mivirat Neher; Ad 
which Errors ad- Corruptiuns, as the 05 : 
15 ſahſcient to have prevented or to reform 
in ve one; ſo 16872) Renon is fifcigm td 
have: prevented/or or'to refortii ir the-other: 


Let the Reader fadge; Whether F, of ff 


4 
Author in defending yourc u Lordhip, have 
ſewn. moreRe 


Bard and Wore rr 


gether livent eat of mine enen 
to the true * Grund and Benefit of the 
Chriſtian Revelation, which he 'confittes fr 
a very ſtork: and eafy w zy, by calling chert 
ContwadiGtlonis ; "for Wai the Reader Neth 
take his bare werd; fox 1 Am n 
will never es aboar td © Early 0 one Sf ein 
to be Jo: and tO HHaſte we BGN ppearatice 
bon e thin IF; 


inthe End he puts u 
neicher gal not bog #7 1201 TS tf e 


ba . he very . all that is meant 
88 88 8 5 K 2023 emu 100 £217 G7 "by 
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L 92 1 "SON 
a of the Riches of the Merc 
« and Goodneſs of God, that he was neceſſ 


« rated to do What he has done for us?” 


As if I had been pl ading for the Nevefin 
of divine Revelation with reſpect to 


himſelf, and had deny'd it to be the Edt 


ef his Mercy. and Goodneſs: Whereas this Au- 


thor knows; that, on the CONTTIArY, - all my 
Arguments tend to prove, that God was 
I aot nece tated to give Mankind the Go- 
| tpel-Reyelation, having given them Reaſon 

for a ſufficient Guide. The abſolute Neceſſity 
of. lg is your Lordſhip's Notion, 
Which this Gentleman has unaccountably 
miſtaken for mine: My Notion of it is, 
that it is the Effect of God's Goodneſs and 
voluntary. Bounty, and therefore is call'd the 
Grace, of God. in the Sexipture; and this 
Author himſelf, by way of Reproach, tells 
me, that Im ah ne oy „nothing bet- 
ter than; an umneceſſary Bounty . But 
contradifing. h imſelf is nothing, if it is but 


to repreſent me as not favou 
ation: Whether I eſtcem;itinecoſary or not 
neceſſary „it deryes all with this Gentle- 
man, to throw out his Cavils and Miſrepre- 
ſcntations. 32 as grayely, * Are 
9 We to und xſtand no 


nch £ 


* Sao Plea for human he p. 72 8, 9, 62, 6 1 


S148 42, 2) Habs 
: = "At. ; : 2 


1 


hy, — 


rable to Reve- 


ore by the Demon- 
4 ow Spirit and :of Power, than 
nente 48 buman Revſon. can 
8 r l Ai Mi £46 SABLE VIV. e 


4+ 


5 1.55 5 


cc «fone Truths? A 
merely. on eli 8 c 
cover d by natural Reaſon without Revela- 

tion. He knows I have declar'd t the OL 


traryy/( 119, 20, 31, 23, 147, 4d.) ant 
therefore ſuch barefac d Miſrepreſentation is 


far below. a Gentleman and a Scholar; 
if this Author does not for himſelf, Lh 
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tak 9 IC 
MW 6 51 I. US 
ei nolt&7 moto igattM Ob ori inc bot wot; 
V Teal my Lord; for human AY | 
and for the 13tdril moral Aftribures of 
God. and for the Chriſtian Revelation, as 
founded in them, and perfectly agreeable to 
them, has engag'd me in the preceding De- 
fenſe of what I had offer'd before againſt 
your Lordſhip's Dectrine of the cl, 
univerſal and unlimited Inſi ufficienty of human 
. in A 0 8 3, and to main- 


the . N eben of his 
nd 4 1 oto ſhew the true Ground of 

the Chri ian Revelation, and 4b. true Be- 

nefits of it aboyg:mere; Reafon.-” 

I have given my Thoughts more largely 
and particularly (than I did before) concern- 
ing the Goſpel-Revelation, to obviate or to 
- filence any Pretence, which an unfair or ca- 
_ villing, Adverſary has taken, or may take, 
to charge me as not being fayourable to it, 
or as not having a juſt and due Eſteem of it 
Such an Adverſary I ſhall always deſpiſe. 
"Be 549 one eee wil in a candid 


and 


2 1 11 "Tz 
ind: © xfonable manner endeayour to ſhew. 
85 I am miſtaken in any Fart of this de. e 
| he ſhall receive a plain and dire _ 
Aer: And as I am of Opinion, that ſo 15 1 1 
important a Point, as is the Subject of the 5 
preſent Controverſy, ought to be treated 
with Decency and Fairneſs of Argument; F 
ſo I think, that it cannot be too well, or 
zſon, Ithroughly confider'd ; the Dignity of e HIM 
es of Nature, the Providence and moral Attributes 
„ 4 of God, and all divine Revelation itſelf be- 
le to ing conoern'd in the Debate. 1 am, „ 
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